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ADVERTISEMENT. 


HE  following  Pamphlet  was  writ- 


ten in  great  Halle,  amidll  a mul- 
tiplicity of  other  engagements  and 
avocations.  It  has  been  publilhed 
from  the  firfl  draught,  in  a manner 
un corrected.  As  the  Author  found 

the  American  Qwejiion  coming  forward 
in  Parliament,  he  thought  it  his  duty 
to  throw  what  light  he  could  on  fo 
important  a Subjedl;  and  he  relies 
on  the  candour  of  the  Reader  to  ex- 
cufe  the  literary  defedls  of  fo  hally  a 
performance* 
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HISTORICAL  and  political 


REFLECTIONS 


AMERICAN  REBELLION. 


H E politic,  like  the  natural  body,  is 


liable  to  diforders,  which  often  terminate 


in  death.  To  know  the  caufe  of  the  difeafe 
in  either  fyftem,  is  equally  neceffary  to  a ra- 
dical cure.  This  knowledge  unattained,  the 
political  or  phyfical  quack  will  adminifter  his 
remedies  in  vain.  He  may,  and  indeed  often 
Will,  throw  his  patient  into  agonies  and  con- 
vulfions,  and  accelerate  its  death ; or  by  in- 
effectual remedies  give  temporary  relief,  leav- 
ing the  diforaer  to  break  out  again  with  more 
dangerous  fymptoms,  but  cannot  expect  to  give 
permanent  relief. 

The  American  rebellion  is  an  event  which  has 
ftruck  deep  into  the  health  of  the  Britifh  ftate, 
enfeebled  its  powers,  and,  if  it  has  not  already 
produced,  it  promifes  fair  to  bring  on  convul- 
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fions,  the  confequences  of  which  are  not  within 
the  reach  of  human  forefight.  From  thefe 
truths  we  may  venture  to  conclude,  that  it 
will  be  of  forne  importance  to  thofe  who  fu- 
perintend  the  welfare  of  the  Britifh  fociety, 
to  be  truly  informed  of  the  origin  of  that 
rebellion  ; and  to  be  able  to  trace  its  pro* 
grefs  from  the  original  fpark  up  to  its  prefent 
flame,  which  has  extended  fo  wide  as  to 
threaten  the  empire  with  diflolution.  It  is 
from  this. knowledge,  that  a part  of  the  means 
may  be  drawn  for  its  immediate  fuppredion  •, 
and  from  this  alone  can  that  fyftem  of  future 
poiity  be  formed,  which  can  effedt  a permanent 
union  between  the  two  countries,  and  prevent 
another  rebellion  from  breaking  out  hereafter 
with  redoubled  force  and  certain  fuccefs. 

There  are  men  of  refpectable  abilities,  and 
in  high  dations,  who  have  indudnioudy  pro- 
moted an  opinion,  that  this  unfortunate  “ and 
“ portentous  event  has  been  produced  by  the  in- 
“ juftice  and  opprcffion  of  the  prefent  reign,— 
by  a plan  formed  by  Adminiftration  for  enflav- 
“ ing  the  Colonies/’  This  has  been  the  uniform 
language  of  the  malcontents  on  both  fides  of 
the  Atlantic.  The  Congrefs  has  afiumed  it  in 
order  to  jultify  their  rebellion  } "and  the  oppo- 
fuion  to  Government  in  Britain  has  echoed  it, 
•fame  of  them  to  conceal  their  third  for  the 
emoluments  and  dignities  of  office,  the  foie 
ground  of  their  oppofition ; and  others,  repub- 
lican in  principle,  and  co-operating  in  the  rebel- 
lion, to  cover  their  as  yet  latent  and  immature  de- 
fign  of  dedroying  our  prelent  happy  conditu- 
tion.  It  has  been  averted  fo  often  and  fo  confi- 
dently. 
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dently,  in  as  well  as  out  of  Parliament,  that  the 
incautious,  who  feldom  examine  the  motives  of 
human  conduit,  have  believed  it,  when  l'efs 
credulity  and  more  enquiry  would  have  unveiled 
its  fallacy. 

To  prove  that  this  opinion  is  not  founded  in 
/ truth — that  neither  the  conduit  of  this  or  any 
paft  reign  hnce  the  acceffion  of  the  prefent 
Royal  Family  has  produced  the  rebellion  in 
America,  but  that  it  has  fprung  from  very 
different  caufcs,  exiting  fo  early  as  the  be- 
ginning of  the  fifteenth  century,  and  been 
nourifhed  and  fed  by  thofe  two  fiends,  Super- 
flition  and  Ambition,  the  great  epemies  to  re- 
ligious and  civil  liberty — is  the  defign  of  this 
Effay.  But  before  I proceed  to  fupport  thi. 
opinion,  I fhall  endeavour  to  fhe'w  the  abfurdity 
and  futility— of  that  which  I mean  to  oppoi'e 
It  will  difpel  the  miff  which  has  been  caff  before 
the  eyes  of  the  mifinformed,  and  enable  the 
candid  to  perceive  the  truth  in  its  due  force 
when  laid  before  them. 

In  almofl  every  fociety,  oppofition  to  legal 
government  has  been  a common  event.  In 
almoff  every  inftance  which  hiftory  affords,  iq 
has  arifen  from  a continued  feries  of  extreme 
injuflice  and  oppreffion  in  the  rulers.  Thefe 
have  been  the  means,  by  which  ambitious  men, 
of  whom  every  fociety  has  its  fhare,  have  been 
enabled  to  incite  the  vulgar  and  ignorant  to 
fedition,  and  finally  to  throw  off  their  allegiance. 
But  the  American  rebellion  in  this  reibedt  ffands 
diftinguifhed  from  all  others.  It  can  appeal 
neither  to  antecedent  injuflice  noroppreffion  for 
an  excule,  At  the  time  it  broke  our,  the  people 
B 2 in 


( 4 ) 

in  the  Colonies  were  more  free,  unincumbered 
and  happy  than  any  others  on  earth.  A fummary 
view  of  the  conduct  of  the  State  towards  the 
Colonies,  from  the  dawn  of  their  fettlements  to 
their  prefent  maturity,  will  fupport  thefe  fads. 
It  will  inconteftably  prove,  that  they  have  re- 
ceived every  encouragement  which  confided 
with  their  own  particular  intereft,  and  which 
was  not  adverfe  to  the  general  welfare  of  the 
fociety. 

Before,  as  well  as  fince,  the  accefTion  of  his 
prefent  Majefty,  the  annals  of  this  kingdom 
will  fhew  that  the  Colonies  have  been  nourifhed 
in  their  infancy,  and  fupported  in  their  more 
adult  age,  with  all  the  attention  of  a mod  affec- 
tionate parent.  If  through  their  own  folly 
they  have,  in  their  infant  date,  quarrelled  with 
their  neighbours,  their  enemies  have  been  con- 
fidered  as  the  enemies  of  Britain.  If  their  trade 
has  been  injured,  or  their  territory  invaded, 
Britain  has  not  failed  to  refent  the  injury.  Ir 
by -repeated  ads  of  fraud  and  injudice  done  to 
their  innocent  and  inoffenfive  neighbours,  they 
have  incurred  their  hatred  and  refentment, 
Britain  has  depped  in,  and  by  annual  do- 
nations r paired  the  injuries,  and  effected 
a reconciliation  If  the  produce  of  their 
foil  was  necedary  to  promote  the  intered  or 
fafety  of  the  community  at  large,  in  which 
their  own  was  of  courfe  included,  generous 
bounties,  to  which  they  did  not  contribute, 
were  given,  as  an  encouragement  to  their 
indudry,  out  of  the  pockets  of  their  Britifh 
fellow- fubjeds.  If  French  ambition  and  Popilh 
fuperdition  have  threatened  to  annihilate  their 
, civil 
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civil  and  religious  liberty,  the  treafure  and 
blood  of  Britons  have  been  devoted  to  their 
prefervation. 

In  the  two  laft  wars,  when  the  powers  of 
France  and  Spain  threatened  the  deftruftion 
of  their  commerce,  and  the  conqueft  of  their 
country,  Great-Britain,  regardlefs  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  millions,  and  the  lofs  of  many 
thoufands  of  her  fubjeds,  by  her  fleets  and 
armies  faved  them  from  ruin,  leaving  them  to 
contribute  what  proportion  of  aids  they  pleafed , 
towards  fecuring  their  own  fafety.  And  to 
clofe  the  fcene  of  ineffable  benefits  beftowed  on 
thefe  ungrateful  people,  at  the  conclufion  of  the 
laft  war,  Great-Britain,  unfufpicious  of  their 
ambitious  and  treacherous  defigns,  and  inatten- 
tive to  her  own  future  fecuriry,  gave  them,  by 
the  retention  of  Canada,  abfolute  fafety 
againft  every  enemy,  fave  their  own  ambition, 
and  republican  principles.  Such  were  the 
benefits  beftowed  by  the  State,  before  the  end 
of  the  year  1763,  without  an  alloy  of  one 
act  of  intentional  injuftice  or  oppreflion,  or 
a Angle  injury  done  and  complained  of,  which 
remained  unredrefled.  Surely  no  candid  and 
rational  mind  can  look  for  the  caufe  of  rebellion 
in  a conduct  fo  truly  benevolent. 

It  is  needlefs  to  lay  more  in  vindication  of  the 
conduit  of  the  State  antecedent  to  the  time  I 
have  mentioned.  The  Congrefs  themfelves 
confefs,  that  the  Colonies  have  no  grievances  to 
complain  of  before  that  period.  They  declare, 

that  if  Government  will  place  them  in  the 
“ fltuation  they  were  in  before  the  year  1763, 
**  their  complaints  will  fubfide.”  Nothing  there- 
fore 


( 6 ) 

fore  can  remain,  but  to  examine  whether  any 
acts  of  injuftice  or  oppreflion  have  been  done 
by  the  State  fince  that  time,  that  could  give  rife 
to  fo  open  and  avowed  a rebellion. 

The  conduCt  of  Government  fubfequent  to 
this  period  being  grounded  on  the  antecedent 
circumflances  of  the  Colonies,  we  muff,  in  this 
enquiry,  look  back  to  the  commencement  of 
the  laft  war.  At  that  time  France  meditated 
the  conqueft  of  Britifh  America.  Hoftilities 
were  beg-un  on  the  Ohio,  within  the  boundaries 
of  Virginia  and  Pennfylvania,  while  vigorous 
preparations  were  making  to  invade  New  Eng- 
land from  Canada.  Alarmed  at  the  impending 
danger,  and  confcious  of  their  own  inability  to 
withftand  the  power  of  France,  the  Colonies 
fupplicated  the  protection  of  the  Mother- 
country.  A Britifh  fleet  under  Commodore  Kep- 
pel,  and  a Britifh  army  commanded  by  General 
Braddock,  haltened  to  their  affiftance.  The 
ftrongeft  of  all  motives  now  prefied  them  to 
exert  their  utmoft  abilities,  in  defence  of  their 
civil  and  religious  rights.  No  one  could  fufpeCt 
that,  like  the  Waggoner  in  the  fable,  they 
would  content  themielves  with  ^applications 
only,  without  putting  their  fhoulders  to  the 
wheel.  Had  a fentimentof  that  nature  prevailed 
in  the  Britifh  fenate,  they  would  certainly  have 
pahed  laws  to  compel  them , on  fo  great  an 
emergency,  to  a difcharge  of  the  firft  and  moll 
important  of  all  political  duties.  And  had 
this  been  dene,  there  can  be  no  doubt  they 
would  have  fubmitted  to,  and  cheerfully 
acknowledged,  the  juftice  and  policy  of  the 
meafure. 

i But 
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But  before  the  year  1763,  America  had 
been  confidered  as  in  an  infant  Bate,  capable 
of  contributing  little  towards  the  national  de- 
fence. Juft  information  refpe&ing  the  amount 
of  her  wealth,  was  wanting.  The  State, 
therefore,  left  it  might  unwittingly  impofe 
burthens  fhe  was  not  able  to  fuftain,  for- 
bore to  levy  money  on  her ; but  confiding  in 
her  juftice  to  herfelf  when  her  own  exiftence  was 
in  danger,  proceeded  by  requifitions  from  the 
Crown  for  that  purpofe  ; and  as  an  encourage- 
ment to  a faithful  difcharge  of  her  duty,  Par- 
liament annually  engaged  to  reimburfe  fuch  of 
the  Colonies  as  fhould  be  liberal  in  their  aids. 
How  far  they  complied  with  their  reafonable 
duty,  and  what  their  own  fafety  demanded, 
will  be  fhewn  hereafter. 

Immediately  fubfequent  to  the  peace,  Great 
Britain  having  expended  many  millions  in  the 
defence  of  the  Colonies,  the  ftate  of  America 
became  an  objetft  of  public  inveftigation. 
Gentlemen  of  abilities,  who  had  been  fent  over 
for  her  protection,  and  had  enquired  into  her 
circumftances,  returned  to  Britain.  From  their 
knowledge,  juft  information  poured  in  upon  the 
great  councils  of  the  nation.  America  was 
found  to  contain  2,500,000  people,  more  than 
one-fourth  of  the  number  in  Great  Britain. 
Before  the  war,  the  increafe  of  her  wealth  had 
been  (lowly  progreffive,  but  during  its  con- 
tinuance, rapid  and  immenfe.  Incredible  furr.s, 
railed  on  the  fubjects  in  this  country,  and  tranf- 
mitted  for  the  fupplies  of  the  navy  and  army, 
contributed  not  a little  to  her  opulence.  Her 
foil  produced,  in  great  abundance,  every  ne- 

ceflarv 
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ceffary  to  fupply  her  own  wants,  befides  an  irri- 
menfe  furplus  for  exportation.  Her  freighted 
fhips  traverfed  the  ocean  to  almoft  every  port 
where  Britifh  fubjefts  were  admitted  to  traffic. 
The  balance  of  her  trade  being  greatly  in  her  fa- 
vour, they  returned  loaded  with  treafure,  and 
every  luxury  which  Europe  afforded.  Their  dilfi- 
pation  was  fcarcely  paralleled  in  Great  Britain  ; 
and  greatly  exceeded  that  fcanty  proportion  of 
aids  fhe  had  granted  upon  the  requifition  of  the 
Crown. 

It  further  appeared  from  experience,  that  the 
mode  of  obtaining  the  colonial  aids  did  not 
anfwer  the  purpole ; for  that,  numerous  and 
opulent  as  the  people  of  America  were,  fhe 
had  failed  of  her  duty  •,  that  the  fums  annually 
granted  were,  upon  the  whole,  far  fhort  of  her 
reafonable  proportion  ; that  fome  of  the  Colonies 
gave  at  one  time  liberally,  at  another  time  no- 
thing; that  fome  did  not  contribute  at  all  towards 
the  burthen  of  the  war,  though  America  was 
the  great  objeCt  in  conteft ; and  that  this  omiffion 
of  duty  arole  from  feveral  cauies.  1'he  Colo- 
nies, in  refpeCt  to  each  other,  were  fo  many 
diftinCt  and  independent  focieties,  having  no 
political  connection  among  themfelves,  nor  any 
authority  over  each  other,  by  which  they  could 
procure  the  knowledge  of  each  other’s  circum- 
ltances,  neceffary  to  afcertain  their  refpeftive 
proportions.  Nor  had  they  any  power  to  com- 
pel them  to  aCt  in  concert  for  their  common 
i'afety,  fave  the  fupreme  authority  of  Great 
Britain,  which  had  been  waved  on  this  occafion 
by  the  mode  of  feparate  requifitions.  Thus 
left  to  themfelves,  they  were  led  and  governed 
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k>y  their  diftinct  and  feparate  pafiions,  preju- 
dices, and  interefts.  Hence  thofe  who  were 
moft  expofed  to  the  immediate  affaults  of  the 
enemy,  or  were  actually  invaded,  gave  liberally, 
while  thofe  that  were  more  diftant,  or  were 
covered  by  another  colony,  gave  nothing.  And 
even  thofe  who  had  been  in  the  moft  imminent 
danger,  and  had  received  the  affiftance  of  the 
other  Colonies,  as  foon  as  the  danger  was  re- 
moved, refufed,  though  called  upon,  to  contri- 
bute. The  natural  confequence  of  all  which 
was,  that  the  fums  granted  by  Great  Britain  in 
the  beginning  of  the  war  were  wafted  the  ex- 
peditions, concerted  for  their  own  fafety,  failed  ; 
the  Britilh  troops  were  defeated,  and  the  lives 
of  many  thoufands  of  their  Britifh  fellow-fub- 
jetfts,  fent  over  for  their  protection,  by  their 
parfimony  and  injuftice  were  facrificed  •,  the 
war  was  protrafled  ; and  the  State  was  obliged 
to  impofe  immenfe  additional  taxes  on  its  fub- 
jecfts  in  Britain,  to  fupply  the  deficiencies  arif- 
ing  from  the  refractory  condudt  and  ingratitude 
of  thofe  in  America. 

Such  was  the  ftate  and  conduct  of  America 
during  the  laft  war-,  and  fuch  it  rnuft  have  con- 
tinued fo  long  as  the  Crown  fhouid  rely  on 
drawing  from  the  Colonies  a reafonable  propor- 
tion of  aids,  by  the  mode  of  requifitions.  At 
the  conclufion  of  that  war,  a Minifter  was  at  the 
helm,  to  whofe  abilities,  firmnefs  of  mind,  and 
love  of  public  juftice,  future  hiftorians,  when 
the  influence  of  prejudice  and  party  fttall  ceafe, 
will  pay  the  juft  tribute.  This  Minifter  perceiv- 
ing the  involuntary  inability  in  the  Colonies,  aris- 
ing from  their  diiunited  ftate,  and  the  voluntary 
C injuftice 
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injuftice  arifing  from  their  paftions,  prejudices, 
and  feparate  interefts  •,  and  viewing  in  its  full 
force  the  abfurdity  of  expe&ing  an  equitable 
proportion  of  aids  towards  the  national  defence 
from  them,  when  not  only  the  quantity,  but 
the  contribution  itfelf,  was  left  at  their  pleafure, 
refolved  to  drop  the  ill  advifed  and  ineffe&ual 
mode  of  requilition. 

But  he  could  not  flop  here.  He  held  a trull, 
from  which  every  fubjedl  had  a right  to  expert 
an  equal  diftribution  of  the  burthens  of  fociety. 
Was  he  to  continue  thofe  burthens  on  three- 
fourths  of  the  fubje&s  of  the  empire,  and  to 
permit  the  other  fourth  to  be  exempted  ? Was 
he  to  fuffer  the  opulence  of  America  to  increafe, 
and  her  fons  to  riot  in  luxury  and  diftipation, 
without  contributing  a reafonable  proportion  of 
thofe  aids  which  were  neceffary  to  her  own 
fafety  ? Was  he  to  commit  yet  greater  injuftice 
to  his  country,  by  infuring  that  fafety,  in  future, 
by  thofe  aids  which  were  to  be  railed  on  the  peo- 
ple in  Great  Britain  alone,  already  labouring 
under  an  immenfe  debt  incurred  by  the  Ame- 
rican war?  Public  juftice,  and  the  molt  facred 
of  all  temporal  obligations,  his  public  duty, 
forbad  it. 

What  other  method  then  could  he  purfue, 
fave  that  which  was  founded  in  a multitude  of 
precedents,  and  which  the  conllitution  of  the 
Britilh  government  direfled  ? The  exercife  oi 
fupreme  authority  by  the  State  over  the  Colo- 
nies was  that  method  ; he  knew,  that  the  inju- 
dicious mode  of  requifitions  had  been  adopted 
on  account  of  the  want  of  information.  That 
information  was  now  obtained.  He  knew,  that 
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a perfect  fubordination  of  the  Colonifts  had 
been  eftablifhed,  by  the  patents  and  proclama* 
tions  under  which  they  were  originally  fettled— 
that  their  right  to  the  territory  had  been  granted 
by  the  reprefentative  and  truftee  of  the  Britifti 
Society,  under  its  great  feal,  referving  rents  in 
Jieu  of  fervices — that  the  oaths  of  allegiance 
had  ever  been  taken  by  the  Colonifts  to  him  as 
that  reprefentative — that  all  their  civil  and  po- 
litical rights  had  been  derived  from,  and  were 
held  under,  him  in  that  capacity- — that  the  com- 
mon law  of  the  realm,  and  the  ftatutes  made 
before  their  fettlement,  had  been  extended— 
that  innumerable  laws  for  regulating  their  trade, 
reftraining  their  manufactures,  directing  their 
internal  police,  and  levying  taxes  both  internal 
and  external,  were  to  be  found  in  the  volumes 
of  Britifh  ftatutes  — and  that  every  document  of 
the  State,  relative  .to  America,  were  fo  many 
demonftrations,  and  almoft  every  adt  of  the 
Colonies,  refpedting  Great  Britain,  were  fo 
many  inconteftible  recognitions,  of  their  fub- 
ordination to  the  fupr.eme  authority  of  the  Britifh 
empire,  in  all  cafes  whatfbever. 

In  this  light,  the  light  in  which  all  antecedent 
Minifters,  all  preceding  Parliaments,  and  th,e  Co- 
lonifts themfel-ves,  had  on  ail  occafions  confidered 
America, the  Minifter  confidered  it.  The  national 
defence  being  the  firft  great  objedt  of  his  duty, 
and  an  equal  diftribution  cf  the  burthens  necef- 
fary  for  that  purpofe  the  next  in  importance — 
he  propofed  the  Stamp  Aft  in  parliament,  in 
their  kftion  1763,  which  palled  into  a refolve. 
Of  this  refolution  the  Colonies  had  official 
notice.  They  were  told,  “ unkfs  they  would 
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46  grant  a juft  and  reafonable  proportion  of  aids 
“ in  their  feveral  Aftemblies,  or  fhould  point  out 
44  fome  mode  by  which  it  might  be  done  more 
“ agreeably  to  themfelves,  national  juftice  re- 
44  quired,  that  the  aft  Ihould  pafs  in  the  next 
44  ieftion.”  The  refolve  of  the  Houfe  of  Com* 
mons,  and  the  notice  from  the  Minifter,  were 
confidered  by  the  American  Aftemblies.  A year 
elapfed,  and  no  aids  were  granted,  no  other 
mode  was  hinted  to  Parliament,  and  no  objec- 
tion was  made  either  to  the  equity  or  burthen  of 
the  tax,  or  to  the  mode  of  railing  it,  or  to  the  au- 
thority by  which  it  was  to  be  levied,  except  only  by 
the  Malfachuftett’s  and  Virginia  Aftemblies,  who 
refted  in  a denial  of  the  conftitutional  authority 
of  Parliament,  without  granting,  or  offering  to 
grant,  their  reafonable  proportion  of  aids  to  the 
national  defence.  The  a 61  therefore  paffed  una- 
nimouily.  Indeed,  no  law  within  the  compafs 
of  human  wifdom  could  be  found  more  juft 
and  adequate  to  its  purpofe*, — none  better  cal- 
culated to  difcover  the  juft  proportions  of  the 
wealth  pofieffed  by  the  feveral  Colonies-, — none 
better  to  eftablifh  a juft  diftribution  of  the  tax 
among  them  nor  any  which  could  fo  effec- 
tually carry  its  own  powers  into  execution. 

The  fate  of  this  ftatute,  equally  unfortunate  to 
both  countries,  is  univerfally  known.  Its  exe- 
cution was  oppofed  by  a fmall  interefted  faftion 
in  America,  and  that  faft  on  was  vindicated  and 
fupported  in  Britain.  It  was  repealed  on  prin- 
ciples void  of  realon  or  juftice,  and  contrary  to 
the  moft  evident  policy.  The  perieverance  and 
ftrmnefs  of  the  Minifter  ftood  oppofed  by  the 
timidity  and  groundlefs  fears  of  the  C — b — t. 
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The  latter  prevailed-,  and  the  Minifter  forefeeing 
the  meafure  portentous  of  events  equally  im- 
portant and  mifchievous-  to  the  welfare  of  the 
iociety,  reluctantly  deferred  the  fervice  of  his 
country,  which  he  had  in  vain  attempted  to  pro- 
mote. 

A forefight  of  the  mifchiefs  which  would 
flow  from  the  repeal  of  this  ftatute,  was  not 
confined  to  the  Minifter  who  propofed  it.  They 
were  feen  by  many  in  the  great  councils  of  the 
State,  they  were  feared  by  fome  in  the  C — b — r, 
and  they  were  even  within  the  (hallow  compre- 
henfion  of  the  Minifter  who  fucceeded  him,  and 
by  whofe  factious  influence  the  repeal  had  been 
effected.  Even  this  Minifter  dreaded  the  con- 
fequences  of  his  own  conduft.  He  knew,  that 
the  remonftrances  of  the  Colonies  refted"  in  a 
denial  of  the  fupreme  authority  of  the  State. 
He  forefaw,  that  the  repeal  of  the  act,  on  that 
ground , would  naturally  lead  to  a like  denial  in 
reipect  to  every  other  matter  cogniiable  in  Par- 
liament. He  could  not  fufpedt,  that  thofe  who 
had  prefumed  to  deny  its  power  in  a matter  the 
rnoft  important  to  its  existence,  the  moft  mo- 
mentous to  the  iafety  of  lbciecy,  and  more  par- 
ticularly to  their  own,  would  hefitate  to  oppofc 
it  in  others  of  infinitely  lels  moment.  He 
knew,  and  he  believed  that  others  knew,  that 
he  had  been  furrendering  up  to  groundlefs 
clamours,  in  which  the  finilter  views  of  his  own 
ambition  had  united,  the  moft  important  right 
of  the  fupreme  authority  of  the  State,  a right 
to  command  the  aids  neceflary  to  the  national 
defence  *,  that  he  had  deftroyed  that  unity  of 
power  in  the  Britifh,  which  has  ever  been  found 
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eftential  in  the  conftitution  of  all'ftates,  and 
without  which  the  members  of  no  fociety  can 
be  compelled  to  aft  in  concert  for  the  general 
fafety  •,  and  of  courfe,  that  he  had  laid  a broad 
foundation  for  the  independence  of  America. 

Alarmed  at  the  profpeft  of  thefe  mifchiefs, 
ftame  and  regret  took  place  for  a moment  of 
his  ambition.  He  endeavoured  to  heal  the 
wound,  -which  the  dagger  from  his  own  hand 
had  made  in  the  Britilh  empire.  The  remedy 
applied  was  the  Declaratory  Aft.  In  order  to 
make  this  palatable  to  his  faftious  American 
friends,  he  treacheroufiy  undertook  to  affure 
them,  without  any  authority  from  Parliament, 
that  though  the  aft  was  declaratory  of  the 
“ right,  yet  Government  never  would  attempt 
tc  to  exercife-it.3’  The  Colonies  were  to  be 
confidered  in  the  molt  abfurd  of  all  lights  as 
members  of  the  Britifh  fociety,  and  yet  inde- 
pendent of  its  fovereign  authority  ; — as  fo  many 
diftinft  inferior  politic  bodies,  without  any  po- 
litical fubordination ; — as  fo  many  little  imperia 
in  imperio \ — as  members  po (Telle d of  the  molt 
perfeft  juftice  and  integrity  ; — as  devoid  of  hu- 
man prejudices,  attachments  or  frailties,  and 
left  to  their  own  pleafure  to  do  what  juftice 
they  fhould  think  proper  to  a people  who  had 
laved  them  from  ruin,  and  were  bound  to  pro- 
tect them  in  future. 

No  man,  acquainted  with  thofe  motives 
which  ever  yet  have  produced  a revolt  in  fo- 
ciety, can  believe,  that  either  of  the  before- 
mentioned  afts  could  be  the  original  caufe  of 
the  rebellion.  The  principle  of  the  firft  was 
eorsfeffed  to  be  juft,  and  the  burthen  impofed 
6 wa$ 
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was  fo  light  as  not  to  be  made  an  object  of 
complaint  ; and  the  fecond  neither  did  or 
could  do  them  an  injury.  It  neither  impofed  a 
burthen,  nor  deprived  the  Colonies  of  a right. 
It  was  only  declaratory  of  that  authority,  to 
which  they  had  fubmitted  from  the  fir  ft  dawn 
of  their  fettlement.  Indeed,  the  enabling  and 
repeal  of  the  Stamp  Adt,  and  the  palling  of  the 
Declaratory  Bill,  with  the  mean  and  contempt- 
ible affurances  attending  it,  difcovered  fuch  a 
want  of  firmnefs  and  liability  in  the  Britifti 
councils,  as  to  afford  juft  matter  for  American 
ridicule,  not  reafon  for  complaint,  much  lefs 
for  fedition  and  rebellion.  That  thefe  tranf- 
adtions  had  their  effedts,  muft  be  confeffed ; for 
though  they  cannot  be  faid  to  have  been  the 
original  caufe  of  the  rebellion,  yet  it  is  known 
to  every  obfervant  American,  that  fo  much  ti- 
midity and  weaknefs  in  the  councils  of  this 
country  tended  to  encourage  and  nourilh 
the  feeds  of  American  fedition,  long  before 
planted,  and  now  growing  faft  to  a dangerous 
maturity. 

The  numbers  of  people,  the  commerce  and 
opulence  of  America,  ftill  increafing  with  amaz- 
ing rapidity  ; the  trifling  debt  incurred  by  the 
laft  war  being  nearly  paid  off,  and  Great  Britain 
labouring  under  an  enormous  debt,  a great 
part  of  which  was  incurred  in  meafures  for  her 
protection  ; repeated  demands  having  been 
made,  by  the  Crown,  of  the  Affemblies,  to  grant 
the  necefiary  fums  for  the  fupport  of  the  admi- 
niftration  of  their  own  juftice,  to  no  purpofe; 
and  the  deficiency  being  conftantly  fupplied 
by  monies  raifed  on  the  people  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, 
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tain,  already  overburdened  with  debt;  were 
fo  many  circumftances  which  flared  every 
Minifter  in  the  face  as  he  came  into  of- 
fice. To  be  altogether  inattentive  to  thefe 
confiderations,  was  more  than  an  honed 
mind,  intruded  with  the  adminiftration  of  na- 
tional juftice,  could  fupport.  Befides,  as  mat- 
ters then  flood  upon  the  American  remon- 
llrances  againfl  the  Stamp  Adi,  the  repeal  of  that 
Adt,  the  Declaratory  Adi,  and  the  fubfequent 
affurances  from  the  Minitler,  the  authority  of 
the  Parliament  over  the  Colonies  was  in  a man- 
ner given  up.  It  was  therefore  neceffary,  not 
only  in  point  of  juftice,  but  policy,  topafs  the 
Adi  commonly  called  the  Tea  Adi. 

This  adt  has  alfo  been  enumerated  in  the  lift  of 
American  grievances,  and  as  one  of  the  caules  of 
the  prefent  rebellion.  Let  us  enquire  into  the 
fadl.  So  much  of  the  regulations  of  this  adt.as  re- 
lated to  the  impofition  of  duties  on  foreign  pa- 
per, glafs,  and  painters’  colours,  was  indeed 
unjuft.  Of  this,  complaint  was  made ; and 
the  juftice  of  the  Britifh  Parliament  imme- 
diately interpofed,  becaufe  it  fubjedted  the 
people  of  America  to  a double  duty,  one  pay- 
able in  Britain,  another  in  America.  But  the 
duty  on  tea  remained  unrepealed,  becaufe  no 
fuch  objedtion  lay  to  it.  The  Parliament  had, 
in  framing  the  adl,  taken  off  the  foreign  duty 
of  one  fhilling  payable  in  Great  Britain,  and 
laid  only  threepence  on  the  pound  payable  in 
America.  Now,  if  the  duties  on  the  other 
articles  were  an  unjuft  burden  on  the  fubjedt  in 
America,  it  was  immediately  relieved,  and  the 
one  impofed  on  teas  was  an  abundant  favour. 
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It  enabled  them  to  import  that  article  n’ne- 
pence  in  the  pound  cheaper  than  they  could  im- 
port it  before  palling  the  aft. 

Of  the  juft  ice  done  to  the  Colonies  in  the 
repeal  of  the  duties  on  paper,  glafs,  and  pair  t rs’ 
colours,  and  of  the  favour  done  in  enabling 
them  to  drink  their  tea,  which  made  fo  great  a 
part  of  their  fubfiftence,  ninepence  in  the  pound 
cheaper  than  they  had  ever  purchafed  before, 
the  Americans  were  truly  fenfible.  In  vain  did 
the  Republicans  of  New-England  fet  every 
engine  at  work,  and  exert  their  endeavours,  by 
their  partisans  in  every  Colony,  to  prevail  on 
the  merchant  not  to  import,  and  the  people  not 
to  buy  the  article  of  tea.  In  vain  did  they  enter 
into  a non-importation  agreement.  The  mer- 
chant would,  and  did  import,  and  the  people, 
led  by  their  true  intereft,  would,  and  did  buy, 
notwithftanding  all  their  exertions  to  pre- 
vent it. 

In  order  to  do  a further  favour  to  the  people 
of  America,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Britilh 
American  merchant,  but  to  the  benefit  of  the 
Eaft  India  Company,  an  ad  was  palled  to  enable 
the  Company,  by  their  agents,  to  fell  their  teas 
in  America  by  lots,  in  the  fame  manner  they  were 
fold  in  Great  Britain.  I call  this  a favour  to 
the  people  of  America.  By  this  act,  the  Ihop- 
keeper  or  retailer,  in  the  lea-port  towns,  was 
enabled  to  purchafe  his  tea  in  lots,  incumbered 
only  with  the  freight  from  Great  Britain  to 
America.  The  confumer  of  tea  in  America 
was  obliged  to  pay  only  one  profit  to  the 
Company,  another  to  the  fhopkeeper.  But 
before  the  ad,  they  ufually  paid  a profit  to 
D the 
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the  Company,  to  the  London  merchant  who 
bought  it  of  the  Company,  and  fold  it  to  the 
American  merchant,  and  alfo  to  the  American 
merchant,  befides  the  profit  of  the  retailer.  So 
that,  by  this  adt,  the  confumer  of  this  neceflary 
and  common  article  of  fubfiftence  was  enabled 
to  purchafe  it  at  one  half  of  its  ufual  price  ; an 
advantage  that  did  not,  nor  could  efcape  the 
mod  vulgar  comprehenfion. 

The  next  adt  enumerated  in  the  lift  of  Ame- 
rican grievances,  is  that  prohibiting  the  trade  of 
Bofton,  until  the  corporation  fhould  pay  the 
damages  wantonly  done  to  the  Eaft  India  Com- 
pany. Had  the  Parliament  proceeded  further, 
and  deprived  the  corporation  of  every  privilege 
it  contained  on  the  fame  terms,  no  juft  man 
would  have  called  it  fevere  : Becaufe,  however 
weighty  might  have  been  the  burthen,  their  re- 
lief from  it  was  left  in  their  own  power,  and  the 
condition  of  relief  was  nothing  more  than  a 
ftridt  adt  of  juftice,  which  refted  with  them  to 
perform  or  not,  at  their  pleafure.  This  was 
the  opinion  of  all  America,  lave  a few  men 
who  meant  to  make  ufe  of  it  as  an  inftrument 
to  deceive  and  miftead  the  ignorant  and  incau- 
tious into  rebellion.  Even  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Maffachuflett’s  province,  when  called  upon 
to  unite  in  oppofttion  to  this  adt,  told  the  Seledt 
Men  of  Bofton,  That  their  corporation  had 
done  an  adt  of  violence  and  injuftice,  by  de- 
ftroying  the  property  of  their  fellow- fubjects, 
and  that  they  only  ought  to  make  reparation, 
and  by  it  relieve  themfelves  from  the  diftrefs 
brought  on  them  by  their  own  unjuft  condudt. 
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The  lad  in  the  lift:  is,  the  act  for  altering  one 
article  in  the  Maflachuflett’s  charter,  which 
takes  from  the  General  Court,  or  Aflembly,  the 
right  of  conftituting  the  middle  branch  of  the 
legislature,  and  veils  it  folely  in  the  King’s 
representative.  I fhall  not  now  enter  on  a de- 
tail of  the  mifchiefs  to  the  peace  and  welfare  of 
the  province,  which  had  arilen  from  the  want  of 
this  regulation.  They  are  notorious  to  every 
one  acquainted  with  its  political  hiftory,  and 
they  are  briefly  recited  in  the  fubfequent  part  of 
thefe  remarks.  It  is  enough  to  fay,  they  were 
intolerable,  and  had  been  found  by  long  ex- 
perience to  be  totally  inconflftent  with  its  Sub- 
ordination to  the  Britifh  empire. 

When  our  prefent  happy  conftitution  was 
fettled,  it  was  the  intention  of  our  anceftors 
that  it  Ihould  be  permanent  and  unalterable.  It 
was  wifely  formed,  equally  to  avoid  the  oppref- 
lion  and  mifchiefs  arifing  from  abfolute  mo- 
narchy and  democracy,  from  tyranny  and  licen- 
tioufnefs.  The  authority  of  the  Crown,  and 
the  privileges  of  the  people,  were  fo  placed  in 
oppoftte  Scales,  as  always,  when  rightly  inform- 
ed, and  adting  on  principles  which  lead  to  their 
mutual  fafety,  to  be  on  an  equal  balance.  But 
as  the  monarch  and  the  people  were  both  fubjedt 
to  human  frailties,  and  naturally  fond  of  un- 
limited power,  an  independent  ariftocratical 
authority  was  fo  appointed,  as  to  be  able  to 
throw  its  v/eight  in  either  fcale,  as  the  other 
Ihould  preponderate.  By  this  policy  alone  the 
duration  and  freedom  of  the  Britilh  government 
has  been  maintained  for  ages  paft,  and  may  be 
maintained  for  ages  to  come,  if  ftridlly  adhered 
D 2 to. 
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to.  How  often  this  ariftocratical  power  has 
been  thrown  into  the  different  fcales,  and  how 
much  oftener  into  the  popular  than  the  mo- 
narchical, to  prefervetheconftitution,may  be  feen 
in  our  hiftory.  Now  the  right  of  appointing 
this  ariftocratical  part  of  the  Britifh  government, 
has  been  fixed  and  eftablifhed  in  the  Crown  from 
the  firft  dawn  of  the  prefent  government.  The 
people  of  England  have  never  claimed,  nor 
pretended  to  claim  it-,  and  I am  fure,  that  no 
King  was  ever  authoriftd  to  give  away  any  of 
the  rights,  of  the  Crown.  They  are  fiduciary 
trufts,  unalienably  vefted  in  him  and  his  fuc- 
ceffors  for  ever,  for  the  benefit  of  the  fociety. 
They  were  conferred  on  him,  to  maintain  the 
rights  of  Government,  and  not  to  deftroy  them. 
But  by  this  grant  of  the  ariftocratical  rights  of 
the  conftiturion  to  a part  of  the  commonalty 
of  the  empire,  the  King  a (fumed  a power  by 
which  he  might,  at  his  pleafure,  deftroy  the 
efience  of  the  Britifh  government,  fubvert  its 
balance,  and  throw  it  into  inextricable  con- 
fufion.  For,  if  he  may  grant  them  to  the  fub- 
jedts  of  the  State  emigrating  to  America,  he 
may  certainly  grant  them  to  thofe  who  remain 
in  Britain.  The  moft  artful  reafoner  cannot 
contradidl  this  truth  without  apparent  fophiftryj 
becaufe  no  reafon  can  be  affigned  why  he  may 
grant  to  the  fubjeds  of  the  State  fettling  out 
of  the  realm,  rights  which  he  cannot  grant  to 
thofe  within  it ; and  if,  by  the  fundamental 
laws  of  the  State,  he  holds  a right  to  grant 
thefe  powers  to  the  people  of  Britain,  he  may, 
at  his  pleafure,  deftroy  the  conftitution  of  the 
Britifh  government. 

Supported 
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Supported  by  thefe  principles,  I may  furely 
affirm,  that  no  King  of  England  was  ever  veiled 
with  a right  to  grant  to  the  people  of  the  Mafia- 
chufiett’s  legiflature,  the  foie  appointment,  or  a 
fhare  in  the  appointment,  of  the  ariftocratic 
part  of  its  conftitution ; that  Parliament  pof- 
fefied  authority  to  alter  the  charter  of  Bofton 
in  this  particular,  and  in  every  other  where  the 
powers  granted  were  inconfiftent  with  funda- 
mental laws  and  the  eftablifhed  conftitution  of  the 
ftate  5 and  not  only  the  charter  of  Mafiachuf- 
fett’s,  but  every  other  charter  granted  to  the 
Colonies,  whofe  powers  tend  to  weaken  either 
the  monarchical,  ariftocratical,  or  democratical 
balance  of  the  Britiffi  Government ; and  that  it 
was  their  duty  indifpenfible  to  make  fuch  altera- 
tion ; and  not  only  to  do  this,  but  to  proceed 
in  the  work  till  every  Colony  charter  is  made 
conformable  to  the  true  fundamental  principles 
of  a mixed  monarchy  ; becaufe  thefe  alterations 
are  not  only  evidently  necefiary  to  the  fafety  of 
the  ftate,  but  alfo  to  the  happinefs  of  the  Colo- 
nifts  themfelves. 

But  it  has  been  faid,  that  this  adt  gave  the 
univerfal  alarm  throughout  America.  This 
is  an  afiertion  without  any  foundation  in  reafon 
or  truth.  It  could  alarm  none  but  thofe  who 
were  already  attached  to  democratical  principles, 
and  in  whofe  breafts  an  averfion  to  the  Britiffi 
Government  was  already  fixed.  All  the  loyalifts 
throughout  the  Colonies  rather  approved  of 
than  condemned  the  meafure.  It  affedted  no 
Colony  but  the  Mafiachufiett’s  immediately,  and 
none  in  profpedt,  fave  Connedlicut  and  Rhode- 
Kland  * and  even  in  thefe,  the  men  whofe 
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intereft  and  honours  did  not  depend  on  popular 
affemblies  and  popular  confufion,  thought  it 
juft  and  neceflary.  In  Pennfylvania  the  people 
had  petitioned  for  a Royal  Government,  in 
which  this  meafure  was  included  and  approved  j 
and  in  Maryland,  and  all  the  Royal  Govern- 
ments, it  had  been  eftablifhed  from  the  firft  fet- 
tlement  of  their  Colonies.  The  Pennfylvanians 
could  not,  therefore,  be  alarmed  at  a meafure 
which  conferred  on  their  fellow-colonifts  the 
very  boon  they  had  prayed  for  themfelves : nor 
could  the  people  of  Maryland,  and  the  Royal 
Governments,  be  fuppofed  to  refent,  or  be  dif- 
gufted  at  this  aft  of  the  State,  inafmuch  as  this 
right  had  been  exercifed  by  the  governors  of 
their  own  provinces  without  the  leaft  murmur 
or  complaint,  ever  fince  their  fettlement. 

When  thefe  a£ts,  which  are  the  great  fubjedts 
of  American  complaints,  are  impartially  con- 
fidered,  what  do  we  find  in  them  to  fupporc 
thole  complaints  ? What,  that  has  the  leaft  ap- 
pearance of  a defign  in  Government  to  enflave 
the  Colonies  ? The  reader  has  now  before  him 
the  principles  upon  which  thefe  ftatutes  were 
made.  He  perceives  that  the  Stamp  Adt  was 
paftrd  to  draw  a reafonable  revenue  from  Colo- 
nies which  had  been,  and  muft  continue  to  be, 
protected  by  the  State — That  the  Declaratory 
Act  was  rendered  neceftary  by  the  conduct  of 
the  Colonies,  to  fupport  the  fupremacy  of  Par- 
liament, which  they  had  denied — That  the 
1 ca  Adt  was  defigned  to  procure  a revenue 
from  them,  but  in  a manner  fo  beneficial,  that 
for  every  three  pence  paid  they  received  one 
ihilling.  The  adt  for  altering  the  Maflachuf- 
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fett’s  charter  only  declared  that  to  be  void  which 
was  void  in  itfelf,  becaufe  granted  without 
authority,  and  annulled  an  unconftitutional 
power,  which  was  really  niifchievous  to  the 
people  themfelves.  The  Bofton  Port  Aft 
was  no  more  than  an  aft  of  common  and  na- 
tural juftice.  What  was  ic  the  duty  of  Admini- 
ftration  to  have  done  ? Were  they  to  fuffer  the 
burthen  of  American  proteftion  to  lie  longer 
heavy  on  the  ffioulders  of  the  people  of  this 
country  ? Were  Britons  to  become  hewers  of 
woody  and  drawers  of  water , for  an  American 
faftion  ? Were  they  tamely  to  permit  the  fu- 
preme  authority  of  the  State  to  be  infolently 
trampled  on  by  its  ungrateful  fubjefts,  without 
fupporting  it  ? Were  they  to  hear  the  calls  for 
juftice  from  Britifh  fubjefts,  againft  the  afts  of 
violence  of  the  Bofton  faftion,  and  not  give 
them  redrefs  ? And  were  ftatutes  made  for  thofe 
purpofes,  fupported  as  they  are  by  the  prin- 
ciples of  all  laws  human  and  divine,  to  be  tor- 
tured by  any  fophiftry  into  caufes  fufficient  to 
juftify  rebellion  ? If  there  is  a man  living,  who 
will  fubfcribe  to  the  affirmative  of  thefe  quef- 
tions,  with  him  I will  not  contend. 

Having  thus  ffiewn  that  the  American  re- 
bellion has  not  arifen  from  thofe  motives  to  which 
the  rebels  in  America,  and  their  adherents  in 
Britain,  have  artfully  and  falfely  imputed  them, 
with  intent  to  conceal  their  own  flagitious  de- 
flgns,  we  will  fearch  for  Truth  where  ffie  is 
only  to  be  found;  and  endeavour  to  demonftrate 
by  what  progrejfive  means,  and  fatal  fucceffion 
of  events,  the  original  fpark  has  been  produced, 
and  nouriffied  up  to  its  prefent  flame;  which  by 

its 


( 24  ) 

its  extenfive  influence  has  deftroyed  the  peace  of 
Great-Britain,  and  feems  to  endanger  its  exift- 
ence  as  an  independent  empire. 

To  do  this,  we  muft  look  as  far  back  into  the 
political  hiftory  of  this  country,  as  the  begin- 
ning of  the  fixteenth  century.  At  this  period, 
Chriftianity  in  Britain  was  delivered  from  the 
fhackles  of  the  church  of  Rome.  Henry  VIII. 
Edw.VI.  and  Queen  Elizabeth  had  performed  the 
generous  talk.  Under  their  aufpices  the  church  of 
England  became  eftablifhed ; but  too  rigidly 
attached  to  her  own  doftrines  and  modes  of 
worfhip,  her  rules  admitted  of  little  latitude  or 
indulgence  for  different  opinions.  That  re- 
ftraint  on  the  confciences  of  men,  from  which 
fhe  had  fo  lately  been  relieved,  was,  by  her- 
felf,  too  ftridtly  impofed  on  others.  That 
freedom  of  the  human  mind,  which  is  not  always 
to  be  reftrained  by  the  wileft  regulations,  and 
which  was  rather  increafed  than  diminifhed  by 
the  Reformation,  remained  yet  too  much  limited. 
The  zeal,  I may  call  it  rage,  for  more  liberty 
in  religion,  foon  broke  the  bounds  of  that  re- 
ftraint,  and  multiplied  into  a variety  of  fedls 
diffenting  from  the  Church.  Thefe  fhe  harafled 
and  diftreffcd.  Among  the  perfecuted  were  the 
Puritans,  or  Firjt  Independents ; and  none  felt 
the  weight  of  her  power  with  more  feverity. 

At  this  condudt  in  the  Church  we  fhall  not 
be  furprifed,  when  we  review  the  principles  of 
thefe  fetfaries their  religious  tenets  were  alto- 
gether heterodox,  and  their  principles  of  eccle- 
fiaftical  polity  were  as  directly  repugnant  to 
thofe  of  the  eftablifhed  Church,  as  their  ideas  of 
civil  government  were  to  thofe  of  a mixed  mo- 
narchy •, 
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narchy  ; and  of  courfe  equally  inconfiftent  with 
the  fafety  of  both. 

By  the  25th  of  Henry  VIII.  the  King  had 
been  declared  the  fupreme  head  of  the  church. 
From  him  flowed  all  eccleftaftical  promo- 
tions  •,  by  him  the  bifhops  were  appointed ; 
under  him  all  the  inferior  clergy  held  their 
offices  -}  and  the  rules  of  the  church  were  efta- 
blifned  by  his  authority : But  thefe  fedtaries 
held  it  a maxim  too  facred  to  be  diipenfed  with, 
that  the  power  of  their  church  could  be  fubjecft 
to  no  temporal  authority  whatfoever;  that  it  was 
a feparate  independent  body,  governed  by  the 
ordinances  of  their  king  Jefus,  which  they  ex- 
pounded according  to  their  own  fanatic  and 
excentric  notions ; that  the  privilege  and  power 
of  electing  and  ordaining  minifters  of  the  gofpel 
was,  of  right,  veiled  in  the  people  ; that  they 
who  held  the  right  to  inveft  with,  mud  hold 
the  right  to  difpoflefs  a miniller  of,  his  power 
and  office ; and  that  all  offences  again  ft  good 
morals  and  the  rules  of  their  church,  ought  to 
be  heard  and  determined  by  the  people,  or  con- 
gregational communicants,  from  vvhofe  decifion 
there  could  be  no  lawful  appeal  to  any  temporal 
authority  whatever. 

It  was  not  to  be  expedted  that  people  poflefled 
of  thefe  notions,  and  who  had  adopted  them  as 
facred  tenets  of  confcience,  could  ever  make 
good  and  faithful  fubjedls  to  a ftate,  where  the 
licentioufnefs  of  popular  power  was  checked  and 
reftrained  by  that  of  monarchy  and  arillocracy. 
This  kind  of  popular  independence  in  eccleflafti- 
cal, was  fo  nearly  allied  to  that  in  civil  polity,  it 
:s  fcarcely  poffible  to  conceiye  that  the  human 
E mind 
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mind  could  hold  the  one  and  reject  the  other. 
That  kind  of  reafon  which  led  to  the  one,  as 
ftronglv  inculcated  the  other-,  and  the  principle 
of  either  was  the  principle  of  both.  They  there- 
fore maintained,  that  the  right  to  all  civil  as 
well  as  ecclefiaftical  power  originated  in  the  peo- 
ple, and  ought  to  remain  veiled  in  them  with- 
out any  controul.  If  thefe  doCtrines,  fo  mani- 
fcftly  inconfiftent  with  the  principles  of  the  Bri- 
tifh  conftitution,  taught  the  Puritans  to  believe 
that  an  independent  popular  Government  in  their 
own  hands  could  alone  effectually  fecure  their 
independence  in  religion,  it  at  the  fame  time 
convinced  the  eftablifhed  Government  and 
Church,  that  their  fafety  (in  the  then  infant  (late 
of  the  Reformation,  which  required  an  union  in 
fentiment  to  fupport  it)  depended  on  luppreffing 
them. 

ZealouQy  attached  to  their  own  notions,  a 
number  of  thefe  feClaries,  to  avoid  the  perfe- 
ction in  Britain,  emigrated  to  Holland,  in  hopes 
of  finding  a Government  more  favourable  to 
their  defigns.  Here  they  were  received  with 
every  indulgence  the  freedom  of  the  human 
mind  could  defire.  They  ereCled  churches, 
fettled  congregations,  eftablifhed  among  them- 
felves  their  own  church-government,  and  lived 
without  moleftation.  But  this  did  not  fatisfy 
them  ; they  were  not  happy.  One  and  the  firft 
objeCl  of  their  enthufiafm,  the  pofleftion  of  a 
government  of  their  own  purely  republican, 
was  not  gratified,  nor  likely  to  be  fo  under  the 
States.  An  ariftocratic  fociety  was  as  different 
from  their  ideas  of  civil  polity,  as  a mixed  mo- 
narchy. They,  therefore,  refolved  to  go  in 
2 fearch 
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fearch  of  further  adventures  in  another  country* 
The  Hollanders  laboured  to  perfuade  them  to  fet- 
tle under  their  Hates  with  their  people  on  Hud- 
fon’s  river  : but  this  did  not  anfwer  their  purpofe. 
They  chofe  to  be  in  a country  alone,  unmixed 
with  others,  and  to  have  all  power  in  their 
own  pofFeffion.  That  country  was  New-Eng- 
land ; and  neither  the  dangers  of  an  ocean 
rarely  explored,  nor  of  a wildernefs  filled  with 
favages,  could  divert  them  from  their  pur- 
pofe. 

In  the  year  1620  they  arrived,  and  fettled 
New  Plymouth.  Here  they  fet  up  their  own 
modes  of  worfhip  and  form  of  government. 
And  as  the  two  great  objedls  of  their  emigration 
were  an  independent  church,  and  a republican 
fociety,  they  inftituted  both ; veiling  the 
powers  of  diredtion  and  punifhment,  in  all  cafes 
whatfoever,  in  the  people  at  large.  All  their 
officers  were  elective ; and  when  eledled., 

they  exercifed  all  the  powers  of  government, 
legislative,  executive, and  federative;  but  under 
forms  and  ceremonies  as  different  as  poffible 
from  thofe  of  the  ftate  whofe  territory  they 
poffeffed,  and  whofe  fubjedts  they  were:  and 
all  this  was  done  without  the  lead  authority  from 
the  Bririffi  Government.  In  this  manner  they 
lived  until  the  year  1629,  when  they  obtained 
a grant  for  their  territories  from  the  Council 
of  Plymouth,  which  I ffiall  have  occafion  foon 
more  particularly  to  mention. 

The  beginning  of  the  reign  of  Charles  I. 
was  not  more  remarkable  for  toleration,  than 
that  of  his  immediate  predeceilor.  A perfec- 
tion of  the  Nonconformifts  continued.  The 
E 2 Puritans, 


( 28  ) 

Puritans,  among  others,  were  harafed  and 
fuffered.  Their  principles  of  religion  and 
polity  were  in  no  effential  different  from 
thofe  of  the  Brownifts  or  Independents  ; and 
their  fpirits  and  enthufiafm  were  equally  intole- 
rant of  the  rules  of  the  eftablifhed  church  and 
government.  The  path  to  America  being  now 
explored  by  their  brethren  the  Brownifts,  whofe 
fettlement  had  confiderably  ir.creafed,  a num- 
ber of  thefe  feffaries  alfo  refolved  to  fettle  in 
New  England.  To  countenance  their  defign, 
they  purchafed  of  the  Plymouth  Company  a 
part  of  their  territory.  But  it  contained  no 
powers  to  inftitute  civil  policy.  To  what  rea- 
fon  this  omifiaon  was  owing,  is  not  pofitively 
known.  It  could  not  be  occafioned  by  a re- 
ludlance  in  the  grantees  to  accept  of  them,  be- 
caufe  they  were  neceffary  to  their  fafety,  and 
the  accomplifhment  of  their  views.  It  is  there- 
fore more  than  probable,  when  we  confider  that 
the  grantors  were  Lords  of  his  Majefty’s 
Council,  and  other  noblemen  and  gentlemen, 
all  of  them  members  of  the  eftablifhed  church, 
that  they  would  not  entruft  men  of  fuch  dan- 
gerous principles  to  the  church  and  ftate,  with 
the  powers  of  government  in  a diftant  country. 
However,  this  omifiion  obliged  them  to  apply 
to  the  Crown  for  a charter,  which  they  obtained 
March  4,  1628. 

Upon  a view  of  this  charter,  fundry  obferva- 
tions  occur  too  important  to  be  omitted.  Nine 
tenths  of  the  grantees  were  Nonconformifts, 
compofed  of  a mixture  of  Puritans  and  Pref- 
byterians.  The  powers  and  privileges  afked 
for  and  granted  were  merely  republican.  Every 
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preiogative  of  the  Crown,  and  all  the  rights  of 
the  ariilocratic  part  of  the  Britifh  conilitution, 
were  facrificed  to  the  republican  views  of  the 
grantees. 

By  this  charter  the  grantees  were  conflituted 
a body  politic,  with  all  the  rights  neceffary  to 
form  a complete  independent  civil  fociety.  They 
were  veiled  with  a power  to  receive  into  and 
make  free  of  their  fociety  fuch  perfons  as  “ they 
ihould  think  fit •/’  to  chufe  annually  their  own 
Governor,  Deputy-Governor,  and  affiftants  out 
of  the  perfons  fo  denizen’d  *,  and  in  thefe  were 
veiled  as  full  and  complete  a legifiative  power, 
as  that  of  the  King,  Lords,  and  Commons,  fo 
far  as  regarded  the  territory  granted  and  the 
inhabitants  of  it.  Or,  in  the  words  of  the 
charter,  they  were  impowered  “ to  make  laws 
“ and  ordinances  for  the  good  and  welfare  of 
4t  the  Company,  and  for  the  government  of 
“ the  lands  and  plantations,  and  the  peopie 
“ inhabiting  and  to  inhabit  the  fame,  as  to  them, 
5‘  from  time  to  time,  ihould  be  thought  meet.” 

There  was  no  other  controul  to  this  complete 
legifiative  authority,  than  that  the  laws  and  or- 
dinances ihould  not  be  contrary  or  repugnant  to 
the  laws  and  ilatutes  of  the  realm.  And,  in 
refpedt  to  this,  there  was  not  the  leafl  provi- 
fion  that  thefe  legifiators  ihould  tranfmit  their 
adls  for  the  repeal  or  even  infpedlion  of  the 
State,  nor  any  authority  referved  in  the  Crown 
to  demand  fuch  tranfmifiion  •,  nor  in  cafe  of  re- 
fufal,  a forfeiture  or  penalty  to  enforce  it.  So 
that  even  this  controul  was  infignificant. 

Nor  was  this  charter  lefs  liberal  in  granting 
away  the  executive  rights  and  prerogatives  of 
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the  Crown,  The  grantees  held  under  it  full 
powers  to  fettle  the  “ forms  and  ceremonies  of 
“ government  and  magiftracy,”  and  to  fC  name 
<e  and  ftyle  all  forts  of  officers,  both  fuperior 
*c  and  inferior,  diftinguifhing  and  fetting  forth 
tl  the  feveral  duties,  powers,  and  limits  of 
“ every  fuch  office,”  and  the  “ forms  of  the 
tc  oaths  to  be  refpe&ively  miniftered  unto  them 
<c  to  difpofe  and  order  the  eleftion  of  all  fuch 
*c  officers-,”  and  to  impofe  all  “ fines,  imprifon- 
t£  ments,  and  other  lawful  corre&ions”  on  the 
people.  To  which  was  added  the  right  of 
making  war  and  peace,  under  no  other  reftric- 
tions  than  thofe  contained  in  the  laws  cf  na- 
ture and  nations.  Thus  all  the  powers  of  the 
State,  legiflative,  executive,  and  even  federa- 
tive were  given  up  by  their  charter.  An  impe- 
rium  in  imperio , or  a government  which  was  in- 
tended to  be  dependent  and  fubordinate,  was 
eftablifhed  with  independent  powers.  But  more ; 
the  charter  is  fo  far  from  confining  the  effential 
principles  of  their  polity  to  thole  of  the  pa- 
rent date,  that  every  power,  right,  and  pri- 
vilege granted,  is  purely  democratical.  All 
of  them  originate  with,  and  once  in  every 
year  revert  to  popular  affemblies,  without  a 
fingle  ray  of  monarchy  or  ariftocracy  mixed 
with  them. 

A charter  thus  framed  exadlly  accorded  with 
the  Puritanic  and  democratical  wifhes  and  prin- 
ciples of  the  grantees,  and  the  people  who 
were  to  be  governed  by  it.  But  by  what  means 
the  powers  of  government  and  dominion,  fo  to- 
tally inconfiftent  with  the  fupreme  legiflative 
authority  of  the  ftate,  fo  fubverfive  of  the  rights. 
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jof  the  Crown,  and  in  all  refpeCts  repugnant  to 
the  eltablifhed  form  of  a mixed  monarchy,  could 
be  obtained  from  a King,  whole  evident  defign 
was  to  extend  his  prerogatives  beyond  their 
conftitutional  bounds,  is  at  this  dav  difficult  to 
afcertain.  The  molt  probable  conjecture  is, 
that  they  were  obtained  by  corruption.  Indeed 
this  opinion  feems  founded  in  fomething  more 
than  conjecture.  Documents  of  fome  credit 
fay,  that  the  large  fum  of  two  thoufand  pounds 
was  paid  for  the  purchafe.  This  will  appear 
yet  more  probable,  when  we  conlider  the  per- 
plexity and  diftrefs  which  the  Court  of  Charles 
was  otten  fubjeCted  to  for  want  of  money.  In- 
deed it  feems  impoffible  to  account  for  it  other- 
wife;  for  it  exceeds  all  the  bounds  of  reafonable 
conjecture,  that  a Prince,  poffeffed  of  fuch  high 
ideas  of  the  extent  of  his  prerogative,  fhould 
grant  a charter  effectually  fubverfive  of  that 
prerogative,  on  any  other  ground  than  that  of 
neceffity. 

However  this  may  be,  it  was  not  reafonable 
to  expeCt  that  men,  governed  by  thefe  princi- 
ples, and  poffeffed  of  the  unlimited  powers  of 
this  charter,  would  ever  adopt  the  laws  of  Eng- 
land, or  even  found  their  own  laws  upon  the 
fame  principles ; much  lefs  that  they  would  re- 
tain an  attachment  to,  or  even  a favourable 
opinion  of,  the  principles  of  the  Englifh  Govern- 
ment. All  experience  in  the  political  hiftory  of 
man — the  influence  which  different  civil  polity 
ever  had,  and  will  have,  on  the  human  paffions 
and  affeClions,  forbad  it.  If  we  would  remove 
vicious  habits,  manners,  or  opinions  incon- 
fiftent  with  the  unity  and  fafety  of  the  fociety, 
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prohibitory  laws  muft  be  made  to  fupprefs 
them.  If  we  would  form  or  maintain  falutary 
habits,  manners,  or  opinions  confiftent  with  the 
intereft  of  a fociety,  preceptive  laws  muft  be 
made  to  inculcate  and  fupport  them.  Thefe 
maxims  are  founded  in  common  fenfe,  in  com- 
mon policy,  and  in  almoft  univerfal  pradice. 
But  this  charter,  by  fome  ftrange  inattention, 
influence,  or  infatuation  in  . the  Government 
that  granted  it,  was  manifeftly  calculated  to 
efface  all  the  laws,  habits,  manners,  and  opi- 
nions which  it  ought  to  fupport,  to  de- 
ftroy  that  fyftem  of  polity  which  it  ought  to 
have  maintained,  and  to  level  all  the  orders,  ar- 
rangements, checks,  and  balances,  wifely  gra- 
duated and  tempered,  of  a mixed  monarchy,  to 
the  loweft  and  moft  imperfecft  of  all  polkicai 
fyftems,  a tumultuous,  feditious,  and  inert  de- 
mocracy. How  far  this  aflertion  is  juft,  we 
lhall  perceive  in  tracing  the  condud  of  the  peo- 
ple who  fettled  under  it. 

I have  mentioned  before,  that  the  firft  fettlers 
in  New  England  had  nothing  lefs  in  view  than 
an  independent  eftabliftiment,  both  in  religion 
and  government.  For  thefe  reafons  they  firft 
left  England,  and  emigrated  to  Holland  ; they 
left  Holland,  and  ventured  to  New  England  ; 
and  they  and  their  friends,  united  with  them  in 
religious  and  political  opinions,  obtained  the 
charter  now  under  confideration.  It  was  cer- 
tainly the  intent  of  the  charter,  that  the  corpo* 
ration  fhould  be  eftablifhed  in  England,  and 
that  the  colonifts  under  it  fhould  be  governed  by 
the  general  laws  of  the  realm,  and  the  parti- 
cular laws  made  by  the  corporation  thus  efta- 
blifhed.  But  the  penetration  of  thefe  enthu- 
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flafls  foon  difcovered,  or  perhaps  it  was  known 
to  them  before,  that  the  powers  of  an  inferior 
corporation,  under  the  immediate  eye  and  con- 
troul  of  the  fupreme  authority  of  the  State, 
however  unlimited  their  powers  from  the  Crown, 
would  not  venture  to  eftablifh  their  • inde- 
pendence, or  at  leaf:  would  not  be  lo  bold  in 
doing  it,  as  one  at  three  thoufand  miles  diftance, 
where  their  laws,  their  manners,  and  conduct 
might  be  concealed  or  difguifed  from  the  pe- 
netration of  the  State,  It  was  therefore  agreed 
by  the  corporation,  within  eighteen  months 
after  it  had  been  eftablilhed  in  England,  to 
remove  all  its  powers  to  America,  without 
the  leaft  authority  from  the  C;  i for  that 
purpofe. 

Previous  to  the  charter  they  had  given  evi- 
dent proofs  of  their  defign.  They  had  efta- 
blifhed  a form  of  government  altogether  popular, 
and  a church  on  congregational  principles. 
They  had  aboiifhed  the  ufe  'of  the  common 
’prayer  and  fervice  of  the  church  of  England, 
'An  attempt  to  perform  it  in  a particular  fociety, 
colledted  for  that  purpofe,  was  adjudged  fedi- 
tion  againft  the  government,  and  two  of  the 
members  of  their  council  were  banifhed  from 
the  community  for  that  offence. 

Upon  the  removal  of  their  charter,  they 
thought,  that  the  foundation  of  their  inde- 
pendence was  laid.  By  what  means  they 
eredted  the  fuperftrudture  is  a curious  en- 
quiry j it  is  alfo  a neceffary  one  to  unfold 
the  genuine  fpirit  of  the  people,  and  to  iead 
us  to  the  caufes  of  the  prefcnt  rebellion.  A 
Government  Was  foon  eftablilhed,  altogether 
F demo- 
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democratical.  A Governor,  Deputy  governor, 
an  Affiftant,  and  a Magiftracy  were  appointed; 
— and  as  the  firft  great  objedt  was  the  eftablifh- 
ment  of  their  own  religion,  to  the  exclufion  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  all  other  denomi- 
nations of  Chriftians,  the  firft  law  of  any  mo- 
ment that  was  enadted,  declared,  “ that  none 
fhould  be  admitted  to  the  freedom  of  the  body 
politic,  but  fuch  as  were  members  of  their  own 
church.”  By  this  law,  made  diredtly  contrary 
to  the  evident  dcfign  of  the  charter,  which  gave 
any  fubjedt  a right  to  fettle  in  New  England,  a 
majority  of  the  people  then  in  that  country  were 
deprived  of  their  civil  rights  and  privileges,  ren- 
dered incapable  of  holding  any  place  of  honour 
or  profit,  and  liable  to  be  tried  for  all  offences 
by  perfons  adverfe  in  opinions  and  fentiments 
to  them.  The  illegality  and  cruelty  of  this  adt 
were  obvious ; it  was  as  repugnant  to  the  dic- 
tates of  reafon  and  humanity,  as  it  was  incon- 
fiftent  with  the  fpirit  and  defign  of  the  charter. 
And  yet  it  continued  in  force  until  the  diffolu- 
tion  of  their  charter,  or  upwards  of  fixty  years. 
But  it  was  neceffary  to  the  exclufive  eftablifh- 
ment  of  their  church  ; and  to  this  tneafure 
whatever  appeared  neceffary,  was  in  the  opinion 
of  their  Government  lawful  and  juft. 

It  was  not  long  before  they  found,  that  this 
law,  although  it  effedtuall.y  deprived  all  perfons 
of  different  perfuafions  in  religion  from  partici- 
pating in  their  Government,  it  did  not  prevent 
their  fettling  in  the  territory.  Many,  indeed  a 
majority  of  the  fettlers,  differed  from  them  in 
religious  fentiments  and  modes  of  worlhip,  and 
many  others  were  expedted  from  England,  with 
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defign  to  purchafe  and  fettle ; all  which  tended 
to  fubvert  their  original  defign  of  refer ving  the 
government  and  territory  of  New  England  to 
themfelves,  “ the  only  chofen  people  of  God.” 
Alarmed  at  this  profpedt,  an  adt  yet  more  un- 
juft,  and  more  repugnant  to  the  lpirit  of  the 
charter,  was  pafted.  All  perfons  were  forbid 
to  entertain  in  their  houfes  any  ftrar.ger,  who 
came  with  intent  to  refide  among  them,  without 
liberty  from  one  of  the  (landing  council,  or  two 
other  aftiftants.  The  penalties  were  as  fevere 
as  the  law  was  unjuft.  Forty  pounds  were  im- 
pofed  on  every  perfon  who  fhould  receive  fuch 
ftranger,  and  twenty  pounds  for  every-  month 
he  remained  with  him,  and  one  hundred  pounds 
on  any  town  which  Ihould  give  or  fell  to  him 
a lot  of  ground  to  refide  on. 

Thus  the  fame  people,  who  had  lately  been 
perfecuted,  became  the  perfecutors.  it  would 
be  tedious  to  mention  in  detail  all  the  cruelties 
committed  under  the  authority  of  their  fynod, 
and  this  democratical  government.  It  would 
exhibit  a pidture  of  human  folly  and  wicked- 
nefs  more  painful  than  entertaining.  I fhall 
only  therefore  remark,  that  all  the  fubjedls  of 
the  ftate,  who  held  different  opinions  of  religion, 
were  deemed  either  libellous  againft  the  church, 
feditious  againft  the  government,  or  blafphe- 
mous  againft  their  God.  Every  tenet  of  re- 
ligion inconfiftent  with  their  own,  was  ad- 
judged heterodox  and  heretical.  We  cannot 
therefore  be  lurprifed,  upon  looking  into  the 
hiftory  of  their  government,  to  find  inftances 
of  inquifitorial  cruelty.  Toleration  in  the 
rulers  was  deemed  a fin  which  would  bring 
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down  the  judgments  of  heaven  upon  the  land. 
Inquifition  was  made  into  men’s  private  judg- 
ments, as  well  as  their  declarations  and  pradtice. 
Many  innocent  and  inoffenfive  people  were  im- 
prifoned,  many  banifned  on  pain  of  differing 
death  in  cafe  they  returned,  and  fome  were  con- 
demned and  fuffered  death  ; and  all  the  rights 
of  confcience  and  humanity  were  violated  and 
fupprefifed,  although,  by  the  words  of  the 
charter,  toleration  in  religion  and  full  liberty 
of  confcience  were  exprefsly  granted.  If  any 
reafonable  mind  can  defire  further  evidence 
than  t'nefe  tranfaCtions,  that  the  people  now 
fettled  in  New  England  intended  to  exclude  all 
perfons  of  every  other  religion  but  their  own, 
and  to  fet  up  an  independent  popular  republic 
in  that  country,  it  will  appear  from  the  decla- 
ration of  their  favourite  governor,  Mr.  Win- 
throp,  who  muft  be  fuppofed  to  be  perfectly  ac- 
quainted with  their  views.  For  he  fays,  in  a 
letter  wrote  to  Lord  .Say,  that  “ God  had 
“ chofen  New  England  to  plant  his  people  in, 
“ and  that  it  would  be  difpieafing  to  him  that 
<£  this  work  fhould  be  hindered.” 

We  are  not  to  expeCt  that  men  who  paid  fo 
little  regard  to  their  charter  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion, would  adhere  to  it  further  than  was  con- 
fident with  the  g-eat  objeCt  in  view  in  matters 
of  polity.  So  far  as  it  promoted  their  inde- 
pendence, they  complied  with  its  directions, 
but  no  further.  They  eftabiifhed  a popular 
government  conformable  to  it.  But  inftead  of 
governing  the  fociety  by  the  general  ftatute  and 
common  law  of  the  realm,  or  conforming  to  the 
principles  of  thofe  laws  in  fuch  as  were  made 
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by  themfelves,  they  enacted  new  laws  totally 
repugnant  to,  and  fubverfive  of,  them.  Al- 
though, the  charter  gave  them  no  authority  over 
the  life  of  the  fubjedt,  they  affumed  and  con- 
ferred it  on  their  courts  of  judicature.  And  it 
was  a fettled  opinion,  that  the  laws  of  England 
had  no  force  in  their  fociety,  unlefs  brought 
over  and  confirmed  by  their  own  legiflature. 
They  formed  a new  code  of  laws,  founded  on 
the  laws  of  Moles,  much  more  fevere,  and  in 
many  inftances  more  fanguinary,  than  either  the 
ftatute  or  common  law.  Their  laws  were  ex- 
tended to  fadts  committed  out  of  the  jurifdidtion 
of  their  corporation,  and  their  courts  took  cog- 
rfifance  of  piracies,  murders,  felonies,  and  other 
offences  committed  on  the  high  feas,  while  the 
Jaws  of  England  made  for  the  regulation  of  their 
commerce  were  utterly  difregaracd.  A law  for 
the  punifhment  of  fedition  or  treafon,  or  any 
offence  againft  the  perfon  of  the  King,  or 
againftthe  ftate,  was  not  known  in  their  fociety. 
And  it  is  remarkably  charadteriftic  of  this  peo- 
ple, that  although  they  made  provifion  againft 
the  perpetration  of  every  other  crime  which  hu- 
man nature  is  liable  to  commit,  and  particularly 
one  to  punilh  treafon  againft  their  own  govern- 
ment with  death,  this  only  fhould  be  want- 
ing in  their  firft  fyftem  of  polity.  This  circum- 
ftance,  added  to  the  popular  form  of  their  go- 
vernment, their  dillike  to  the  Englifo  laws,  and 
their  inftitution  of  a code  fo  totally  different,  are 
fo  many  proofs,  amounting  to  demonftration, 
of  their  difaffedlion  to  the  Crown,  their  enmity 
to  mixed  monarchy,  and  of  their  fixed  refolution 
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to  eftabliffi  an  independent  commonwealth  of 
their  own. 

Under  this  charter  the  people  of  Maffachuf- 
fett’s  remained  until  it  was  refumed  by  Charles 
II.  A few  years  after  the  Prince  of  Orange 
arrived,  and  the  Revolution  in  England  took 
place,  fond  of  their  old  licentioufnefs  and  con- 
fufed  government,  they  petitioned  in  vain  for  a 
renewal  of  their  old  charter.  That  wife  prince, 
little  acquainted  as  he  muft  have  been  with  the 
conftitudon  of  England,  faw  its  defeds,  and 
wiffied,  by  a new  one,  to  bring  back  thofe  people 
to  a juft  attachment  to  the  Government  he  in- 
tended to  fupport.  This  is  evident  from  the 
alterations  he  made  •,  but  whether  it  was  occa- 
fioned  by  the  critical  fttuation  of  his  affairs  in 
England,  or  to  fome  other  caufe,  it  is  certain  he 
did  not  lay  the  axe  to  the  root.  Some  of  the 
former  popular  rights  were  lopped  off,  bur, 
like  pruning  the  exterior  branches  of  a tree, 
they  only  tended  to  fwell  and  ftrengthen  the 
trunk.  They  did  not  eradicate  the  fpirit  of 
their  LVfofaical  laws ; they  did  not  eftablifli  that 
balance,  and  thofe  checks  on  the  licentious 
power  of  the  people,  which  are  neceffary  under 
a mixed  Government. 

The  governor,  under  the  new  charter,  is  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown;  he  has  a power  to  adjourn, 
prorogue,  or  diffolve  the  affembly — his  affent  is 
neceffary  to  all  laws — he  has  the  foie  appoint- 
ment of  military  officers.  Thefe  were  all  amend- 
tn.ents  of  the  old  charter,  and  tended  to  bring  their 
Government  a little  nearer  in  refemblance  to  that 
of  the  State  ; but  the  refemblance  was  very  im- 
peded and  diftorted ; for 
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yofci  governor  can- 

not appoint  any  of  the  officers  of  the  courts  of 
juftice  without  the  affent  of  the  council.  All  other 
civil  officers  are  elefted  by  the  two  houfes, 
while  he  only  retains  a negative  on  their  choice  ; 
and  the  council,  who  are  thus  united  with  him 
in  his  executive  powers,  are  chofen  or  appointed 
by  the  general  court  or  aflembly.  Thus  the 
firft  branch  of  the  legiflature  is  deprived  of  the 
occafional,  and  often  neceffary,  afliftance  and 
weight  of  the  fecond  ; and  the  executive  power 
is  bound  in  the  chain  of  deinocratical  influence 
in  fuch  manner,  that  it  cannot  appoint  a Angle 
officer  of  Government  without  the  affent  of  a 
popular  aflembly.  The  fecond  branch,  which 
ought  to  be  unbiased  and  independent,  is  the 
creature  of  the  people,  and  dependent  on  them 
for  their  annual  exiftence  ; while  the  third  or 
democratical  branch,  befides  all  the  powers  necef- 
fary to  check  the  excefs  of  authority  in  the  gover- 
nor, poffefs  a con fiderable  (hare  in  the  royal  rights 
and  prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  In  this  truly 
injudicious  and  abfurd  manner  are  the  principles 
of  the  three  Ample  forms  of  government  jum- 
bled together.  Inftead  of  three  branches  un- 
influenced by,  and  independent  of,  each  other 
in  their  judgments  and  decifions,  the  two  highefl 
in  order,  and  moft  dignified,  are  dependent  on 
the  lowefl  and  meaneff. 

It  would  extend  thefe  observations  to  a te- 
dious length,  fhould  1 give  a circumftantial 
detail  of  all  the  ambitious  defigns  and  arbitrary 
attempts  made  by  the  aflemblies  of  this  Pro- 
vince, from  time  to  time,  to  render  the  two 
other  branches  of  the  legiflature  yet  more  de- 
5 pendent, 


( 40  5 

pendent,  and  to  aiTume.aH  power  into  their  own 
hands.  I /hall  therefore  only  mention  fome  of 
them,  referring  my  reader  to  the  Hi  Tory  wrote 
by  Governor  Hutchinfon,  who  appears  to  be  the 
beft  informed  of  any  of  their  hiftorians. 

It  is  an  efiential  part  of  the  Englifh  conftitu- 
tion,  that  the  King  fhould  be  independent ; that 
the  civil  lift  fhould  be  fixed  and  permanent,  and 
the  expence  and  fupport  of  the  Crown  fhould 
not  depend  on  the  annual  vote  of  the  other 
branches  of  the  legiflature.  It  is  for  the  fame 
reafon  juft  and  neceffary,  that  Governors  of 
Provinces  fhould  have  reafonable  and  indepen- 
dent falaries  for  the  fupport  of  their  dignity 
and  freedom  of  judgment-,  but  the  aflemblies 
of  the  Maffachuftett’s,  in  order  to  deprive  the 
governor  of  the  free  exercife  of  his  judgment 
in  the  adminiftration  of  government,  have  ever 
refufed  to  grant  a fixed  falary.  Their  grants 
have  been  only  from  year  to  year,  or  half- 
yearly  ; they  have  been  withheld  or  granted 
according  as  the  governor  gratified  them  in  all 
their  popular  meafures  and  defigns;  and  in  fome 
inftances,  by  this  means,  they  have  compelled 
their  governors  to  violate  their  inftrudions,  and 
fubrnit  to  ads  equally  injurious  to  the  rights  of 
the  Crown,  and  the  true  intereft  of  the  people. 

The  hiftory  and  public  records  of  the  Pro- 
vince afford  a variety  of  attempts  of  the  affem- 
bly  to  affume  all  the  powers  of  the  Crown,  and 
to  render  their  Governor  and  Council  cyphers  in 
government.  They  will  prove,  that  their  affem- 
blies  have  affumed-  a right  to  appoint  officers, 
who  by  the  diredions  of  the  charter  can  only 
be  appointed  by  the  general  court  j that  they 

have 
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have  of  tfieir  own  authority  embodied  and 
arrayed  men  in  arms,  and  fent  them,  upon  expe- 
ditions, contrary  to  the  judgment,  and  againft 
the  will  of  the  governor  ; that  they  have 
interfered  with  his  right  to  treat  with  the  natives, 
and  prevented  a treaty  ; that  they  have  affumed 
the  fuperintendence  of  his  Majefty’s  armies,  forts 
and  garrifons  ; that  they  have  undertaken  to  iffue 
proclamations,  and  to  appoint  illegal  and  arbi- 
trary committees,  and  to  order  the  Attorney- 
General  to  carry  on  illegal  profecutions  •,  that 
they  have  aiTumed  the  right  of  adjourning  their 
houfe  againft  the  will  and  confent  of  the  King’s 
reprefentative,  in  whom  alone  that  right  was 
veiled  by  the  charter  ; that  they  have  attempted 
to  appoint  the  council  without  confent  of  the 
governor,  and  when  appointed,  to  deprive  them 
of  their  elfential  rights ; that  they  have  paffed  a 
vote  for  removing  the  general  court  to  a differ- 
ent place  from  that  appointed  in  the  governor’s 
writ  ; that  they  have  attempted  to  deprive  him 
of  his  right,  by  the  charter,  to  draw  on  the 
treafury  for  the  ordinary  exigencies  of  Govern- 
ment; that  they  have  attempted  to  take  upon 
themfelves  the  command  and  diredtion  of  the 
militia;  that  they  have  compelled  their  governor 
to  give  up  the  right  of  treating  with  the  natives, 
to  treat  in  the  name  of  the  general  court,  and 
to  fubmit  to  their  infpedtion  the  very  fpeech  he 
was  about  to  make  to  them  ; that  they  have 
attempted  to  affume  the  powers  of  a court- 
martial,  and  appointed  committees  to  take  the 
foie  conduct  of  the  war  with  the  natives  out  of 
the  governor’s  hands ; that  they  have  threatened 
to  draw  off  the  forces  by  their  own  authority  from 
G the 
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the  defence  of  the  Province;  that  they  have  taken 
from  the  governor  his  right  to  pay  the  officers 
of  government,  and  fuffer  no  draughts  on  the 
treai'ury  for  payment  of  the  falaries  of  officers, 
until  the  affemblv  have  judged  of  the  performance 
of  their  lervices ; that  they  have  refufed  to  pay  a 
military  officer  his  wages,  becaufe  he  had  obe/ed 
the  orders  of  the  governor,  agreeable  to  military 
duty ; and  that  they  have  paffed  a refolve  that 
the  governor’s  public  feal,  affixed  to  a meflage 
delivered  to  the  Indians,  be  defaced. 

After  thefe  fpecimens  of  the  turbulent  and 
feditious  conduft  of  the  people  of  this  Province, 
educated  under  the  unlimited  and  unconftitutional 
; •powers  of  their  former  and  prefent  charter , and 
that  too  during  their  feeble  and  infant  ftate,  we 
are  naturally  led  fo  look  forward  to  meafuresmore 
alarming  to  Government,  as  foon  as  they  ffiall  be 
poflefTed  of  greater  numbers  and  more  ftrength. 
But  before  we  proceed  to  unfold  thofe  meafures, 
we  mull,  for  the  fake  of  having  all  the  original 
caufes  of  fo  great  a rebellion  before  us,  take  a 
view  of  the  other  charters  granted  to  promote 
the  fettlement  of  America.  In  thefe  we  ffiall 
find  the  fame  deviations  from  the  form  of  the 
principal  government,  the  fame  unlimited  and 
unconftitudonal  powers,  and  confequently,  in  the 
people  educated  under  them,  the  lame  popular 
averfion  and  feditious  oppofition  to  the  laws  and 
conlfitution  of  the  Britiffi  State,  and  the  fame  de- 
fign  of  becoming,  as  foon  as  their  ftrength  and 
maturity  would  enable  them,  an  independent 
people. 

1 he  charters  I allude  to,  are  thofe  of  Rhode- 
Iftand  and  Connecticut.  Thefe  charters,  upon 
/ com  - 
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comparing  them  with  that  of  Maflachuffetts, 
will  be  found  in  no  refpedt  effentially  different.* 
The  form  of  their  government  was  in  fubftance 
the  fame.  All  the  legiflative,  executive,  and 
even  the  foederative  powers,  or  the  rights  of 
war  and  peace,  were  veiled  in  the  freemen  of 
the  province.  They  were  fo  many'pure  demo- 
cracies, without  the  lead  mixture  of  ariftocracy 
or  monarchy.  All  thofe  checks,,  and  that  ba- 
lance of  power,  which  form  the  excellence  of  the 
Britilh  government,  and  which  give  it  ftrength, 
and  fecure  the  freedom  of  its'  fubjedts,  were 
omitted.  They  were  in  fadt  conftituted  by 
their  feveral  charters  fo  many  complete  inde- 
pendent focieties,  eftablifhed  within  the  Hate. 

I call  them  independent,  tjecaufe  in  tenure  as 
-well  as  extent  of  power,  they  were  fo  unlimited, 
that  nothing  was  wanting  which  could  be  ne- 
ceffary  to  a fociety  perfedtly'independent. 

The  inferior  corporations  of  the  Englilh  fo- 
ciety, and  I may  add,  of  all  other  focieties 
whatever,  are  formed  .on  the  polity  of  their 
principal  fyllems.  They  are  governed  by  the 
general  laws  of- the  Hate;  in  Great  Britain  by 
the  common  and  ftatute  laws  ; and  their  le- 
giflative  powers  arefo  confined,  that  they  have 
often  occafion  to  apply  to  the  fupreme  au- 
thority for  laws  and  local  regulations  ne- 
ceffary  to  their  own  particular  welfare.  It  is 
this,  which  in  part  forms  the  fubordination  and 
dependence  of  all  inferior  politic  bodies.  But 
thele  focieties  were  made  competent  to  every 
aft  which  could  be  neceffary  in  a fociety  per- 
fectly independent.  There  was  no  pne  regular 
tion  which  could  be  neceffary  to  their  intereft 
G 2 or 
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or  happinefs,  for  which  they  were  obliged  to 
look  up  to  or  alk  of  the  Parliament.  And 
what  is  yet  more  extraordinary,  all  fuperin- 
tendence  over  their  legiflative,  executive,  or 
federative  powers,  was  given  up  by  the  fu- 
preme reprefentative  of  the  ftate.  They  were 
not  obliged  to  tranfmit  any  of  their  tranfaftions 
for  the  infpedlion  or  controul  either  of  the 
Crown  or  Parliament.  They  made  what  laws 
they  pleafed,  and  executed  them  in  what  man- 
ner they  pleafed,  and  made  peace  and  war  with 
whom  they  pleafed.  Under  thefe  circumftances, 
if  they  were  not  independent,  they  were  cer- 
tainly, in  more  fenfes  of  the  word  than  one, 
unaccountable  communities,  and  fuch  as  never 
were  formed  within  the  authority  of  any  other 
government  hitherto  known  in  the  hiftory  of  man- 
kind. They  were  whatthe  learned  Puffendorf  calls 
“ irregular  and  monfir ous  jlates  •within  a fiate  *. 

Under  thofe  charters  the  people  of  Rhode 
Idand  and  Connecticut  received  their  education. 
Their  political  as  well  as  their  religious  princi- 

* This  Author,  in  treating  of  infeiior  fcc’e  ies,  fays, 
“ With  regard  to  lawful  bodies,  it  is  to  be  oblerved,  dm 
“ whatever  right  they  pofiefs,  or  whatever  power  they  hold 
“ over  their  members,  is  all  under  the  determination  of  the 
“ fupreme  authority,  which  it  ought  on  no  aCcOilnt  to  oppfe 
“ or  overbalance.  For  otherwife.  if  there  could  be  a bo;  y 
“ of  men,  not  fubjedt  to  the  regulations  of  the  ci-vil govern- 
“ merit,  there  would  be  a fate  within  a fate,"  And  foe- Ic- 
ing of  the  right  of  the  “ fupreme  governoi’’  to  form  fuch 
focieties,  he  further  fays,  “ It  he  has  given  in  exprefs  word-, 
“ an  ahfohiie  and  independent  right  with  regard  to  fame  par- 
“ titular  affairs,  which  concern  the  public  adminijiration, 
“ then  he  hath  plainly  abdicated  his  au'hority,  and  by 

admitting  two  heads  in  the  conifituticc,  hath  rendered  it 
“ irregular  and  motif  rous 
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pies  became  fixed.  Both  were  equally  po- 
pular, and  both  tended  to  erafe  every  ientiment 
in  favour  of  mixed  monarchy.  All  the  funda- 
mental laws  upon  which  the  ftrufture  of  the 
State  had  been  erected,  were  at  one  ftroke  abo- 
liLhed  by  the  inftitution  of  a democracy  ; and 
not  a fingle  principle  remained  which  could  re- 
mind them  of  the  excellence  or  value  of  the  go- 
vernment to  which  they  were  or  ought  to  be 
fubordinate.  Such  was  the  education  of  Britilh 
fubjeCts  in  thefe  two  colonies,  which  in  no  e fi- 
ler, tial  refped,  either  in  their  religion  or  polity, 
differed  from  that  of  the  Maflachufietts  Go- 
vernment. 

The  influence  and  different  effects  of  educa- 
tion on  the  principles,  manners,  affections,  and 
prejudices  of  men,  are  to  be  feen  in  every  de- 
partment of  life;  in  every  private  family  ; in 
every  private  and  public  fchool  and  college ; 
and  in  every  different  fyftem  of  government. 
“ Train  up  a child  in  the  way  he  Ihould  go, 
“ and  when  he  is  old  he  will  not  depart  from 
“ it,”  is  a facred  precept,  as  neceffary  to  be 
observed  in  politics,  as  in  religion  or  morality, 
and  was  undoubtedly  intended  to  be  fo  by  its 
author.  The  fundamental  and  general  laws  of 
every  fociety  are  the  leffons  of  inftruCtion,  by 
which  the  fubjeft  is  daily  taught  his  duty  and 
mode  of  obedience  to  the  State.  It  is  the  uni- 
formity of  thefe  leffons,  flowing  from  the  fame 
fyftem  of  confident  polity,  which  forms  the 
fame  habits,  manners,  and  political  opinions 
throughout  the  fociety,  fixes  the  national  at- 
tachment, and  leads  the  people  to  look  up 
to  one  fyftem  of  government  for  their  fafety 
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and  happinefs,  and  to  adt  in  concert  on  all  oc- 
cafions  to  maintain  and  defend  it. 

The  force  of  this  national  attachment,  thus 
fixed  by  an  habitual  fubmiffion  to  the  fame 
fyftem  of  government  and  laws,  is  to  be  feen  in 
the  condudt  of  every  fociety,  where  the  uni- 
formity of  its  fyftem  is  preferved.  We  fee  it 
equally  powerful  in  a monarchy,  a republic,  or 
a mixed  government.  Will  a Frenchman  change 
the  abfolute  power  of  his  King,  a Spaniard  the 
defpotifm  of  his  Monarch,  or  a Turk  the  ty- 
ranny of  his  Bafhaw,  for  the  civil  rights  of  a 
Briton  ? He  will  not,  becaufe  habit  here  be- 
comes a fecond  nature.  It  compels  him  to  love 
his  oppreflion,  and  to  prefer  it  to  reafonable 
liberty.  Ufe  has  rendered  it  not  only  tolerable, 
but  preferable,  in  his  opinion,  to  that  freedom 
which  is  founded  in  different  polity,  and  which 
he  knows  not  how  to  affume. 

In  focieties,  founded  on  principles  fo  re- 
pugnant to  thofe  of  the  Britifh  government,  it 
is  reafonable  to  expedt  that  a fadtion  would  be 
formed,  ever  watchful  to  feize  the  firft  oppor- 
tunity of  throwing  off  the  fmall  remains  of  iub- 
ordination  to  the  State.  Such  a fadlion  did  exift, 
as  I have  fliewn,  from  their  firft  fettlement, 
waiting  for  the  opportunity  with  much  foli- 
citude  and  impatience.  Many  difficulties  pre- 
vented the  attempt.  For  a great  length  of  time 
they  were  in  an  infant  ftate,  and  incompetent  in 
numbers.  Their  frequent  quarrels  and  wars 
with  the  Indians  kept  them  employed,  haraffed, 
and  diftreffed.  The  neighbourhood  of  the  Ca- 
nadians, and  the  defigns  of  France,  which  led 
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to  a conqueft  of  their  country,  and  the  arrival 
of  people  from  Great  Britain,  of  different  prin- 
ciples, with  regard  both  to  religion  and  govern- 
ment, were  fo  many  obftacles  to  their  defign. 

At  the  conclufion  of  the  laft  war,  the  two 
principal  difficulties  were  removed.  The  ceffion 
of  Canada  to  Great  Britain  at  once  difpelled 
their  dread  of  Indian  and  Canadian  incurfions, 
and  their  numbers  were  greatly  increafed,  which 
left  them  at  leifure  to  execute  their  dark  and  in- 
fidious  defign  of  revolting  from  the  parent  Hate, 
under  whofe  wing  they  had  been  tenderly  nurfed 
and  prote&ed.  Nothing  now  was  wanting,  but 
a plan  for  colledling  their  ftrength,  and  forming 
an  union  of  thofe  in  the  different  parts  of  Ame- 
rica, who  they  imagined  might  be  moft  eafily 
brought  into  the  meafure.  The  Prefbyterians 
in  the  fouthern  colonies  were  the  people  with 
whom  they  wifhed  to  be  united.  The  religious 
and  political  principles  of  thefe  feCtaries,  they 
knew,  would  eafily  affimilate  with  their  own  ; 
for,  befides  other  refemblances,  they  acknow- 
ledged no  temporal  head  to  their  churches, 
claiming  rights  uncontroulable  by  the  civil  au- 
thority *,  and  their  ideas  of  government  were 
equally  popular. 

The  New  England  Congregational!  fts,  under 
their  firft  charter,  had  held  their  fynods.  They 
again,  in  the  year  1725,  attempted  it  under 
their  fecond,  and  obtained  the  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor’s affent  to  the  meafure.  But  this  attempt 
being  laid  before  the  Lords  Jufiices,  they  were 
forbid  to  proceed  in  it.  The  prohibition  was 
certainly  a wife  one.  It  could  not  be  prudent 
to  fuffer  men,  who  had  fo  often  cruelly  perfe- 
4 cuted, 
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cuted,  not  only  the  members  of  the  eftablifhed 
church,  but  of  every  other  fociety  differing  in 
opinion  from  them,  and  who  held  principles  fo 
dangerous  to  the  eftablifhed  conftitution  of  the 
State,  to  meet  in  a public  body,  and  in  an  au- 
thoritative manner,  without  the  confmt  of  the 
King,  who  in  all  found  policy  ought  to  be  the 
head  of  every  public  body,  whether  civil  or  re- 
ligious. But  undifmayed  at  this  check  to  their 
intended  union,  they  never  refled  until  they 
had  eftablifhed  it  in  fubftance,  though  under  a 
different  name,  inftead  of  a fynod,  they  called 
it  a committee.  In  this  committee  they  were 
as  effectually  united  as  they  could  have  been  in 
a fynod.  They  exercifed  the  fame  powers,  and 
were  a fynod  in  every  thing  but  the  name. 

The  churches  of  the  Prefbyterians  through- 
out the  Colonies  had  hitherto  remained  uncon- 
nected with  each  other.  To  form  thefe  into 
one  religious,  as  well  as  one  political  body, 
and  to  eftablifn  an  alliance  with  them,  was 
therefore  the  firft  meafure  purfued  by  this  con- 
gregational faction,  after  they  found  themfelves 
freed  from  the  embarrafiments  and  dangers  of 
Indian  and  French  incurfions. 

This  meafure  was  accelerated  by  the  refolu- 
tion  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  lay  certain 
duties  in  America  on  ftamped  paper,  in  the  year 
1763.  It  nvas  neceffary  for  them  to  become 
able  to  give  effectual  oppofiticn  to  the  inten- 
tion of  Parliament,  if  it  fhould  pafs  into  an 
Act.  Difperfed  over  the  Colonies,  dilunited 
among  themfelves,  and  ditliked  and  iufpected  as 
they  were  by  people  of  all  ocher  perfuafons  of 
religion,  they  defpaired  of  fuccefs,  while  it  de- 
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pended  on  their  own  ftrength.  It  *was  there- 
fore recommended  to  all  the  Prefbyterians  in 
the  Colonies  fouthward  of  New  England,  to 
form  themfelves  into  one  body.  A mealure  fo 
flattering  to  their  vanity  and  love  of  power  was 
adopted  without  hefitation. 

In  the  beginning  of  the  year  1764,  a conven- 
tion of  the  minifters  and  elders  of  the  prefby- 
terian  congregations  in  Philadelphia  wrote  a 
circular  letter  to  all  the  prelbyterian  congrega- 
tions in  Pennfylvania,  and  with  it  inclofed  the 
propofed  articles  of  union.  The  reafons  af- 
figned  in  them  are  fo  novel,  fo  futile,  and  ab- 
furd,  and  the  defign  of  exciting  that  very  re- 
bellion, of  which  the  congregationalifts  of  New 
England,  and  the  Prefbyterians  in  all  the  other 
Colonies  are  at  this  moment  the  only  fupporr, 
is  fo  clearly  demonflrated,  that  I fhall  make  no 
apology  for  giving  them  to  the  Reader  at  full 
length,  without  any  comment. 

The  Circular  Letter  and  Articles  of  “ fome  Gentle - 
“ men  of  the  Prefbyterian  Denomination,”  in 
the  Province  of  Pennfylvania. 

“ S I R,  Philadelphia , March  24,  1764), 

“ The  want  of  union  and  harmony  among 
“ thofe  of  the  prefbyterian  denomination  has 
<c  been  long  obferved,  and  greatly  lamented  by 
“ every  public-fpirited  perfon  of  our  fociety. 
“ Notwithlfanding  we  are  fo  numerous  in  the 
“ province  of  Pennfylvania,  we  are  confidered 
as  nobody , or  a body  of  very  little  weight  and 
“ confequence,  fo  that  any  encroachments  upon 
*-  our  effential  and  charter  privileges  may  be 
H <c  made 
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“ made  by  evil-minded  perfons,  who  think 
“ that  they  have  little  to  fear  from  any  cppo/i - 
“ tion  that  can  be  made  to  their  meafures  by 
“ us.  Nay,  fome  denominations  openly  infnk 
te  us  as  ading  without  plan  or  defign,  quarrel- 
<c  ling  with  one  another,  and  feldom  uniting  to- 
“ gether,  even  to  promote  the  moft  falutary 
“ purpofes  : And  hence  they  take  occafion  to 
“ mifreprelent  and  afperfe  the  whole  body 
<e  of  Prefbyterians,  on  the  account  of  the 
“ indifcreet  condud  of  individuals  belonging 
“ to  us.  It  is  greatly  to  be  wifhed  that  we 
“ could  devife  fome  plan  that  would  cut  off  even 
“ the  lead  grounds  for  fuch  afperfions,  that 
“ would  enable  us  to  prevent  the  bad  condud 
<e  of  our  members,  and  that  would  have  a ten- 
<e  dency  to  unite  us  more  clofely  together  •,  fo  that, 
“ when  there  may  be  a necejfity  to  a hi  as  a body , 
“ we  may  be  able  to  do  it  whenever  we  may 
te  be  called  to  defend  our  civil  or  religious  liberties 
“ and  privileges , which  we  may  enjoy,  or  to 
<c  obtain  any  of  which  we  may  be  abridged. 

“ A number  of  gentlemen  in  this  city,  in 
<e  conjundion  with  the  clergymen  of  our  deno- 
“ mination  here,  have  thought  that  the  enclofed 
“ Plan  may  be  fubfervient  to  this  defir  able  pur- 
<f  pofe , if  it  be  heartily  adopted  and  profecuted 
“ by  our  brethren  in  this  province,  and  three 
“ lower  counties  ; and  in  this  view  we  beg 
leave  to  recommend  it  to  you.  It  cannot 
“ poffibly  do  any  hurt  to  us,  and  it  will  beyond 
“ doubt  make  us  a more  rejpehiable  body.  We 
“ therefore  cannot  but  promil'e  ourfelves  your 
“ hearty  concurrence  from  your  known  public 
fpirir,  and  deftre  to  affift  any  thing  that  may 
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£S  have  a tendency  to  promote  the  uv&on  and 
x<  welfare  offociety,  and  the  general  good  of  the 
*4  community,  to  which  we  belong . 

44  We  are  your’s,  &c.” 

The  PLAN  ARTICLES. 

“ Some  gentlemen  of  the  prefbyterian  deno- 
5fi  mination,  having  ferioufly  confidered  the  ne- 
44  ceflity  of  a more  clofe  union  among  ourjelves , in 
t(  order  to  enable  us  to  a£t  as  a body  with  una' 
44  nimity  and  harmony , &c.  have  unanimoufly 
44  adopted  the  following  plan,  viz. 

44  i ft.  That  a few  gentlemen  in  the  city  of 
64  Philadelphia,  with  the  minifters  of  the  pref- 
44  byterian  denomination  there,  be  chofen  to 
44  correfpond  with  their  friends  in  different 
4*  parts,  to  give  and  receive  advices , and  to  ccn- 
44  fult  what  things  may  have  a tendency  to  promote 
44  our  union  and  welfare , either  as  a body , or,  as 
44  we  are  conne&ed  together  in  particular  con- 
44  gregations,  as  far  as  it  will  confift  with  our 
44  duty  to  the  beft  of  Kings,  and  our  fubjection 
44  to  the  laws  of  Government. 

44  2d,  That  a number  of  the  moft  prudent 
44  and  public-fpirited  perfons  in  each  diftri<ft  in 
44  the  province,  and  three  lower  counties,  be 
44  chofen,  with  the  minifters  in  faid  diftridts,  to 
44  correfpond  in  like  manner  with  one  another, 
44  and  with  the  gentlemen  appointed  for  this 
44  purpofe  in  Philadelphia  ; or, 

44  3d,  That  the  fame  be  done  in  each  con- 
44  gregation  or  diftridt  where  there  is  no  mi- 
nifter ; a neighbouring  minifter  meeting 
H 2 45  with 
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with  them  as  oft  as  is  convenient  and  ne» 
cellar  y. 

“ 4th,  That  a perfon  fh all  be  appointed  in 
each  committee  thus  formed,  who  fhall  fign 
a letter  in  the  name  of  the  committee,  and 
to  whom  letters  fhall  be  directed,  who  fnall 
call  the  committee  together,  and  communi- 
cate to  them  what  advice  is  received,  that 
they  may  confult  together  what  is  beft  to  be 
done. 

“ 5th,  That  one  or  more  members  be  fent  by 
the  committee  in  each  county  or  diftritft, 
yearly  or  half-yearly,  to  a general  meeting  of 
the  whole  body,  to  confult  together  what  is 
neceffary  for  the  advantage  of  the  body,  and 
to  give  their  advice  in  any  affairs  that  relate 
to  particular  congregations ; and  that  one 
ftated  meeting  of  faid  delegates  be  on  the  laft 
Tuefday  of  Auguft  yearly. 
tc  6th,  That  the  place  of  the  general  meeting 
be  at  Philadelphia  or  Lancaster,  on  the  laft 
Tuefday  of  Auguft,  1764. 

“ th.  That  each  committee  tranfmit  to  the 
committee  in  Philadelphia,  rheir  names  and 
numbers,  with  what  alterations  may  at  any 
time  be  made  in  them. 

“ 8th,  That  the  committee  in  town  confiftof 
minifters  of  the  prefoyterian  denomination 


in  this  city,  and  Mr.  Treat 


Meff  Samuel  Smith 
Alex.  Hufton 
George  Brian 
John  Allen 
William  Allifon 
H,  Williamfon 


Meff. 


together  with 
T.  Montgomery 
Andrew  Hodge 
John  Redman 
Jed.  Snowden 
Jlaac  Snowden 
Robert  Harris 

Meff 
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Meff.  Thomas  Smith 
Sam.  Purviance 
John  Meai’e 
H.  M’CulIough 
P. Chevalier, jun. 
Ifaac  Smith 
Charles  Pecit 
William  Henry 


Meff.  Wm.Humphrys 
John  "Wallace 
J.  Macpherfon 
John  Bayard 
John  Wikoff 
William  Ruff 
S.  Purviance,  jun. 


In  confequence  of  this  letter,  an  union  of  all 
the  prefbyterian  congregations  immediately  took: 
place  in  Pennfylvania  and  the  Lower  Counties. 
A like  confederacy  was  eftabliihed  in  all  the 
fouthern  Provinces,  in  purfuance  of  fimilar  let- 
ters wrote  by  their  refpedtive  conventions.  Thofe 
letters  were  long  buried  in  ftudied  fecrecy. 
Their  defign  was  not  fufficiently  matured,  and 
therefore  not  proper  for  publication.  Men  of 
fenfe  and  forefight  were  alarmed  at  fo  formidable 
a confederacy,  without  knowing  the  ultimate 
extent  of  their  views  •,  however,  at  length,  in  the 
year  1769,  the  letters  from  the  conventions  of 
Philadelphia  and  New-York  were  obtained  and 
publifhed. 

An  union  of  prefbyterian  force  being  thus 
eftabliihed  in  each  Province,  thefe  projeftors 
then  took  Ufalutary  Jteps”  (as  they  are  called  in  a 
letter  from  one  of  the  committee  at  Philadelphia 
to  his  friend)  to  get  the  whole  “ prtfbyterian 
intereft  on  the  Continent  more  firmly  united.5’ 
Thefe  fteps  ended  in  the  eftablilhment  of  an 
annual  Synod  at  Philadelphia.  Here  all  the 
prefbyterian  congregations  in  the  Colonies  are 
represented  by  their  refpeftive  minifters  and 
elders.  In  this  fynod  all  their  general  affairs, 

political 
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political  as  well  as  religious,  are  debated  and 
decided.  From  hence  their  orders  and  decrees 
are  ifTued  throughout  America ; and  to  them  as 
ready  and  implicit  obedience  is  paid  as  is  due 
to  the  authority  of  any  fovereign  power  what- 
ever. 

But  they  did  not  flop  here : the  principal 
matter  recommended  by  the  fadtion  in  New 
England,  was  an  union  of  the  congregational 
and  prejbyterian  interest  throughout  the  Colo- 
nies. To  effedt  this,  a negociation  took  place, 
which  ended  in  the  appointment  of  a {landing 
committee  of  correfpondence,  with  powers  to 
communicate  and  confult,  on  all  occafions,  with 
a like  committee  appointed  by  the  congre- 
gational churches  in  New  England.  Thus  the 
Prelbyterians  in  the  fouthern  Colonies,  who, 
while  unconnected  in  their  feveral  congregations, 
were  of  little  fignificance,  were  railed  into 
iveight  and  confequence ; and  a dangerous 
combination  of  men,  whole  principles  of  re- 
ligion and  polity  were  equally  averfe  to  thole 
of  the  eflablifhed  Church  and  Government,  was 
formed. 

United  in  this  manner  throughout  the  Colo- 
nies, thefe  republican  fedtaries  were  prepared  tc 
oppofe  the  Stamp  Adi,  before  the  time  of 
its  commencement;  and  yet  lenfible  of  their 
own  inability  without  the  aid  of  others,  no  arts 
or  pains  were  left  unefTayed  to  make  converts  of 
the  reft  of  the  people;  but  all  their  induftry 
was  attended  with  little  fuccefs.  The  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  Methodifts,  Quakers, 
Lutherans,  Calyinifts,  Moravians,  and  other 
difienters,  were  in  general  averfe  to  every  mea- 
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fure  which  tended  to  violence.  Some  few  of 
them  were,  by  various  arts  and  partial  intereft, 
prevailed  on  to  unite  with  them  ; and  thefe  were 
either  lawyers  or  merchants,  who  thought  their 
profeffional  bufinels  would  be  affebted  by  the 
abt,  or  the  bankrupt  planters,  who  were  over- 
whelmed in  debt  to  their  Britilh  fabtors.  Bat 
the  republicans,  pre-dctermined  in  their  mea- 
fures,  were  unanimous.  It  was  thefe  men  who 
excited  the  mobs,  and  led  them  to  deftroy  the 
Itamped  paper ; who  compelled  the  colleblors 
of  the  duties  to  refign  their  offices,  and  to 
pledge  their  faith  that  they  would  not  execute 
them  j and  it  was  thefe  men  who  promoted,  and 
for  a time  enforced,  the  non-importation  agree- 
ment ; and  by  their  perfonal  applications, 
threats,  infults,  and  inflammatory  publications 
and  petitions,  led  the  affemblies  to  deny  the 
authority  of  Parliament  to  tax  the  Colonies,  in 
their  feverai  remonftrances. 

The  effebt  of  thefe  meafures  was  a repeal  of 
the  abt.  This  repeal  had  its  confequences,  but 
they  were  the  reverfe  of  thofe  expebted  by  Go- 
vernment. It  had  been  better  for  both  countries 
that  it  never  had  palled,  or  never  been  repealed. 
The  authority  of  Parliament  had  been  denied, 
the  political  incompetency  of  the  Colonies  to 
grant  their  reafonable  proportion  of  aids  had  been 
experienced.  At  the  fame  time  the  duty  and 
ability  of  the  Colonies  to  contribute  towards 
the  national  defence  was  acknowledged,  the 
Minifter,  whofe  ambition  and  folly  had  obtained 
the  repeal,  had  condefcended  to  give  the  molt 
difgraceful  affiurances,  that  the  right  in  Parlia- 
ment to  tax  the  Colonies,,  affirmed  by  the  De- 
claratory 
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darafory  A&,  would  never  be  exercifed.  Ali 
thefe  were  fo  many  circumftances,  which  could 
not  fail  to  elate  the  feditious  republicans,  and  to 
convince  them  if  they  perfevered,  they  would 
ultimately  fucceed  in  their  defign. 

Had  Government,  inftead  of  repealing  the 
act,  and  palling  the  Declaratory  Bill,  fuffered 
the  act  to  remain  in  force  until  they  had  digefted 
and  adopted  the  meafure,  which  has  been  fince 
propofed  for  removing  the  great  objeftion  upon 
which  the  oppofttion  was  founded,  it  would 
have  prevented  the  rebellion  at  leaft  for  the 
prefent.  The  plauftble  pretext  of  feeking  a 
redrefs  from  unconftitutional  taxation,  by  which 
many  were  deluded  into  the  oppofition,  could 
not  have  been  made ; the  people  in  general 
would  have  been  fatished,  and  the  republican 
fadtion  muft  have  furceafed,  or  fufpended  their 
oppofition  to  Government;  but  the  minifter  of 
that  day  was  not  the  minifter  of  wifdom,  fup- 
pofe  it  were  poftible  to  believe  him  the  minifter 
of  integrity. 

Encouraged  by  this  repeal,  the  factions  in 
America  were  not  idle.  They  daily  expedited, 
notwithstanding  minifterial  affurances,  that  lb  me 
other  a6t  would  pafs  for  compelling  the  Colo- 
nies to  fupport  the  expence  of  their  own  Govern- 
ments, and  to  contribute  to  the  national  lafety. 
They  expedited  it,  becaufe  it  was  juft;  but  de- 
termined not  to  fubmit  to  it,  they  were  con- 
ftantly  aftive  in  forming  the  minds  of  the  people 
for  oppofition.  No  art,  no  fraud,  no  talfehood, 
by  which  they  could  be  milled,  was  omitted  ; 
their  fears  and  their  ambition  were  alternately 
worked  upon.  In  the  New  England  papers  the 
i flattering 
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flattering  idea  that  “ America  would  foon  become 
a great  empire ,”  was  repeatedly  held  out  to  the 
people.  It  was  faid  that  the  corner  ftone  was 
already  laid  ; and  a variety  of  artful  arguments 
were  ufed  to  lead  the  vanity  of  the  people  to 
that  belief.  Some  publications  denied  the 

authority  of  Parliament  ever  the  Colonies  in  all 
cafes  whatever;  others  charged  the  Britifh  legif- 
lature  with  corruption,  the  M'inifters  with 

an  infidious  defign  to  enflave  America  ; and 
even  the  mildeft  of  Sovereigns,  who  never  yet 
has  violated  the  royal  covenant  with  his  people  in 
any  one  injiance , did  not  elcape  their  petulant 
reproaches. 

While  thefe  things  were  tranfafting  in  Ame- 
rica, the  aft  for  laying  duties  on  certain  goods 
imported  into  the  Colonies , was  paffed  in  Bri- 
tain. The  faftion  who  were  thus  on  their 
watch,  and  determined  to  oppofe  not  only 

every  aft  for  taxing  the  Colonies,  but  every  one 
that  fhould  be  made  to  bind  them,  inftantly 
took  the  alarm. 

There  was  another  defeription  of  men  whofe 
intereft  was  affefted  by  it:  thefe  were  the  fmug- 
gling  merchants  in  the  fea-port  towns,  who  m 
defiance  of  law  and  the  moft  facred  of  all  obli- 
gations, an  oath,  had  been  long  in  the  praftice 
of  importing  tea  from  St.  Euftatia  and  Holland. 
Thefe  men  joined  the  republicans  in  their  cla- 
mours againft  the  aft  ; but  if  their  clamours 
were  heard,  they  were  difregarded  by  the  people 
in  general;  who  faw  that  the  aft  was  not  founded 
in  oppreffion,  but  on  the  contrary  was  o-reatlv 
beneficial.  & 7 

En- 
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Encouraged  by  this  difpofition  in  the  people, 
and  the  acquiefcence  of  the  colonial  affemblies 
under  the  partial  repeal  of  the  adt,  the  Parlia- 
ment pafied  another  to  enable  the  Eaft-lndia 
Company  to  export  their  teas  to  America. 
This  adt,  1 have  before  obferved,  was  a favour  to 
the  people  of  America,  who  therefore,  in  general, 
did  not  oppofe  it  ^ but  it  affected  the  intereft  of 
the  ftnuggler  yet  more  effentially  than  the  Tea 
Adt ; and  it  was  another  inltance  of  the  exercife 
of  parliamentary  authority  over  the  Colonies, 
which  the  republicans  were  determined,  at  all 
events,  to  oppofe.  The  united  fadtion  of  Con- 
gregationalifts,  Prefbyterians,  and  Smugglers, 
took  the  alarm,  and  renewed  their  exertions  to 
create  a general  infurredfion  * but  they  did  not 
fucceed. 

The  people  in  general  fufpedted  the  indepen- 
dent views  of  the  republicans ; they  faw  the 
interefted  motives  of  the  fmugglers,  and  they 
knew  the  regulations  in  the  adt  were  beneficial 
to  themfelves  •,  they  were  therefore  not  to  be 
moved.  The  fadtion  now,  giving  over  all 
hope  of  affiftance  from  the  country,  refolved 
to  prevent  the  landing  of  the  tea ; becaufe  if 
not  landed  it  would  not  be  bought,  and  could 
not  be  conlumed ; and  if  landed  they  knew, 
from  the  evident  difpofition  of  the  people,  that 
it  would  be  impofiible  to  prevent  either  the  fale 
or  confumption.  For  this  realon,  in  all  the  fea- 
port  towns  they  again  formed  themfelves  into 
committees,  and  prepared  to  execute  their 
defign. 

On  the  arrival  of  the  tea,  every  fiction  and 
phantom  of  oppreiTion  were  held  up  to  the  view 

of 
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of  the  people,  in  all  the  towns  where  it  was  ex- 
pected, in  order  to  lead  them  into  mobs  for  its 
deltrudion.  It  never  has  been  a difficult  matter 
in  any  country,  and  more  efpecially  in  thofe 
where  liberty  prevails,  to  incite  the  ignorant  and 
neceffitous  vulgar,  by  falfe  pretences,  to  ads  of 
violence.  It  has  not  been  fo  in  London  5 it  was  not 
io  in  America.  Mobs  were  railed  in  every  port 
where  the  tea  arrived,  and  the  landing  was  pre- 
vented in  all,  except  Charles  Town ; and  in 
Bolton  it  was  violently,  and  in  defiance  of  law, 
deltroyed. 

Had  that  firmnefs,  that  intrepidity  of  fpirit, 
which  ever  is  the  greatelt  ornament  and  fupport 
of  public  juftice,  and  which  ever  was  necefiary 
to  preferve  the  peace  in  a great  empire,  pre- 
vailed in  the  Britifn  Councils,  an  exemplary 
punilhment  would  have  been  inflicted  on  every 
city  and  town  where  fuch  open  and  rebellious 
oppofition  had  been  given  to  the  fupreme  au- 
thority of  the  State.  But  this  was  not  the  cafe. 
The  difunion  in  the  great  Councils  of  the  State, 
and  the  factious  oppofition  to  Government,  even 
at  that  early  period,  encouraging  the  rifing  fe- 
dition,  fmothered  the  ideas  of  public  juftice, 
and  wrenched  the  fword  from  the  hands  of  Go- 
vernment. No  punifhment  was  inflicted,  nor  was 
any  reprehenfion  given  to  thofe  cities  which  had 
feditioufly  oppofed  the  authority  of  Parliament 
by  their  obltrudions  to  the  landing  of  the  tea  *, 
and  even  that  which  was  irnpofed  on  the  port  of 
Bolton  could  not  be  called  a punilhment,  unlefs 
it  be  one  to  reltore  that  which  we  have  unlaw- 
fully and  violently  taken  from  another.  This 
ad,  with  that  for  altering  the  Mafiachufiett’s 
I 2 charter. 
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charter,  which  I have  before  taken  notice  of, 
were  added  to  the  lift  of  American  grievances. 

While  thefe  mild  meafures,  thefe  temporary 
and  inadequate  expedients,  were  taking  by 
Government  to  fupport  the  authority  of  the 
State,  the  factions  on  both  fides  of  the  Atlantic 
were  not  idle.  The  republicans  in  America  had 
their  fpies,  their  friends,  and  their  parties  in 
Britain.  From  the  time  of  the  Stamp  Act,  and 
its  dilgraceful  repeal,  every  meafure  was  taken 
to  unite  them  more  firmly  together ; and  this 
was  no  difficult  talk.  Ingredients  of  the  fame 
quality  will  eafily  affimilate.  The  views  of 
both  were  the  fame.  The  firft  had  in  profpedt 
the  independence  of  America — the  fecond,  the 
abolition  of  the  principles  of  mixed  monarchy 
in  Britain  : and  both  wiffied  to  eftablifn  their 
refpedtive  focieties  on  democratical  principles. 
To  effedt  this  union,  the  particular  lords  and 
commoners,  through  whofe  influence  the  repeal 
had  been  obtained,  had  received  the  moft  fill- 
fome  letters  of  adulation  and  thanks  from  the 
American  demagogues,  and  had  returned  their 
anfwers,  which  plainly  difcovered  they  were 
pleafed  with  their  new  allies.  Letters  of  the 
lame  kind  were  written  to  the  factious  and  repub- 
lican corporations  in  Britain,  which  had  figna- 
liled  themfelves  in  the  American  caufe.  The 
city  of  London  was  at  their  head.  A corre- 
fpondence  was  moreover  fettled  with  many 
other  principal  republicans  in  all  parts  of  the 
kingdom,  and  even  in  Ireland. 

Thefe  feditious  combinations  being  thus 
united,  have  conftantly  adted  in  concert.  They 
have,  with  afiiduity  unparalleled,  and  exertions 

incefiant. 
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incefiant,  promoted  each  others  defigns.  That 
in  Great  Britain  has  conftantly  received  all  the 
inflammatory  letters,  refolves,  and  proceedings 
of  the  American  town  meetings,  committees, 
conventions,  and  congreflfes,  which  were  equally 
calculated  to  deceive  and  delude  the  people  of 
both  countries,  and  to  lead  them  into  rebellion. 
It  has  induftrioufly  publifhed  and  tranfmitted 
thofe  letters  and  refolves  throughout  the  king- 
dom, with  publications  of  its  own  equally  in- 
flammatory. It  has,  by  harangues,  paragraphs, 
and  pamphlets  (I  wifli  -fpeeches,  even  in  the 
two  houfes  of  parliament,  could  be  excepted), 
been  the  conftant  and  firm  fupport  of  every 
adt  of  American  fedition.  And  the  greatest 
and  moft  cautious  man  among  them  had  the 
boldnefs  to  declare  in  a Britifh  fenate,  “ that  he 
“ rejoiced  that  America  had  refilled.” 

On  the  other  fide,  the  American  rebel  com- 
mittees have  been  favoured  with  the  conftant 
communications  of  the  faction  in  Britain,  whofe 
feditious  fpeeches  in  parliament,  petitions,  pam- 
phlets, and  publications,  have  been  conftantly 
tranfmitted  and  publifhed  in  America  to  in- 
creafe  the  fedition,  and  pulh  that  unhappy  peo- 
ple into  the  prefent  moft  unprovoked,  ground- 
lefs,  and  deftrudtive  rebellion.  A colledlion  of 
all  thefe  inflammatory  pieces  would  fill  a volume 
in  folio.  They  have  been,  and  are  to  be  feen 
in  the  Britifh  and  American  papers  and  pam- 
phlets •,  and  they  are  tranfadlions  fo  recent,  that 
they  need  not  be  particularly  pointed  out. 

The  Afiemblies  of  the  feveral  Colonies,  and 
the  people  in  general,  from  the  time  of  the  par- 
tial repeal  of  the  Tea  Adi,  remained  quiet  and 

unmoved 
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unmoved  by  thefe  feditious  publications.  The 
Afiemblies  (thofe  of  the  Charter-Colonies  ex- 
cepted) were  net  to  be  influenced  by  party 
writings,  and  inflammatory  pieces.  They  knew 
they  v/ere  members  of  the  Britifh  Government. 
They  knew  the  neceffity  of  a fupreme  legiflative 
authority  in  every  State  ; and  they  faw  that 
Great  Britain,  unmoved  at  their  former  indif- 
creet  petitions,  denying  the  fupreme  authority 
of  the  State,  was  determined  to  fupport  it. 
They  knew  their  own  incompetency  to  difeharge 
with  juftice  the  firft  of  all  political  duties,  the 
granting  of  aids  for  the  common  fafety  of  the 
empire.  They  alio  faw,  that  a Parliament  in 
which  they  were  not  reprefented,  in  which  no 
perfon  and  no  property  in  America  was  repre- 
fented •,  a parliament  which  had  no  conftitu- 
tional  means  of  knowing  their  wants,  necefllties, 
and  circumftances,  in  order  to  regulate  their 
conduct  or  to  relieve  their  wants,  was  not  fo 
competent  in  reafon,  however  it  might  be  in 
law,  to  bind  them.  They  faw  the  Colonies  in 
the  fame  flotation  with  Wales,  Durham,  and 
Chefler  before  their  reprefentation  in  Parlia- 
ment; and  therefore,  like  them,  they  wifhed 
for  a more  perfect  union  with  the  Britifh  State. 
They  alfo  faw  that  it  was  their  duty  to  propofe 
and  petition  for  the  meafure  which  would  re- 
lieve them  from  their  perplexing  fltuation.  But 
they  did  not,  nor  could  know  each  other’s 
minds.  They  were  thirteen  difunited  bodies, 
as  incompetent  to  this  meafure  as  to  that  of 
granting  their  juft  proportion  of  the  national 
aids,  and  the  faction  abroad  added  to  their  per- 
plexities. In  this  doubtful  ftate  they  remained 

until 
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until  a circular  letter  fent  to  the  Speakers  of  all 
the  Affemblies  was  received  by  fuch  as  were 
fitting,  from  that  fource  of  fedition,  a committee 
of  correfpondence  appointed  by  the  Affembly  of 
the  Maffachufetts. 

The  meafure  propofed  by  this  letter  was  a 
general  non-importation  and  non-exportation 
between  Great  Britain  and  America,  a meafure 
which  one  would  not  fufpedt  could  poftibly  be 
recommended  by  any  man  in  Great  Britain ; 
and  yet  we  know,  that  it  was  not  only  recom- 
mended, but  vindicated  and  fupported  by  the 
whole  tribe  of  pretended  patriots.  Many  let- 
ters were  written  from  Great  Britain,  recommend- 
ing it.  An  extract  from  one  of  them,  wrote 

even  by  a member  of  P 1,  publifhed 

in  the  Pennfylvania  Gazette,  is  in  a ftyle  fo  truly 
republican  and  rebellious,  that  I will  give  it  to 
the  Reader  in  its  own  words.  “ I perfuade  myfelf 
“ your  countrymen  are  not  fo  contaminated 
“ with  the  effeminacy  of  this  nation,  not  to  fee 
t{  that  this  is  the  important  crifis  when  they 
“ ought  to  make  a folemn , fallen , united , and 
<c  invincible  Jland  againft  the  cruel , tyrannous , 
ic  and  ruinous  fyftem  of  policy  adopted  and  exer- 
<c  cifing  by  this  legislature,  againft  the  rights 
“ and  freedom  of  America  ; and  let  me  add, 
“ that  if  the  deputies  of  the  fever al  Provinces, 
“ when  convened  in  Congrefs,  do  nor,  one  and 
“ all,  firmly  refolve  to  eftablifh,  through 
“ every  county  and  townfhip  in  their  refpe&ive 
te  Provinces,  a folemn  league  and  covenant, 
“ and  under  an  oath  or  affirmation  not  to  pur- 
e<  chafe  or  to  ufe  the  manufactures  of  this  coun- 
<c  try  (fave  what  are  collected  already  within  the 
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4f  Province),  and  if  poftible  not  to  export  any 
“ provifions  to  the  Weft  India  Iftands , and  at  the 
“ fame  time  do  not  religioufiy  refolve  to  meet 
“ again  in  Congrefs  once  in  every  fix  months , for 
“ the  purpofe  of  forming  a fuitable  plan  for 
“ fecuring  American  rights  and  freedom,  cur 
<c  children  will  be  irremediably  deprived  of  that 
“ inheritance  of  liberty  which  our  forefathers 
“ carefully  and  pioujly  tranfmitted  to  us.” 

The  Affemblies,  which  were  the  conftitutional 
reprefentatives  of  the  people  of  the  Colonies, 
and  which  well  knew  the  general  fenl’e  of  their 
conftituents,  faw  the  dangerous  tendency  cf 
this  meafure,  that  it  could  not  fail  to  irritate  the 
mother  country,  and  bring  on  the  people  ti.ey 
reprefented  her  juft  indignation  and  vengeance. 
And  moreover,  they  knew  that  a meafure  of 
this  kind  could  not  be  carried  into  execution, 
but  by  illegal  conventions,  committees,  town- 
meetings,  and  their  fubfervient  mobs,  which 
would  foon  put  an  end  to  all  order,  and  deftrov 
the  authority  of  Government.  They  faw  that 
this  was  the  defign  and  ultimate  wilh  of  the 
Boftonian  fadtion  and  their  Britifh  colleagues  ; 
and  therefore  fuen  as  had  an  opportunity,  and 
even  the  committees  of  thole  who  had  not,  re- 
commended the  only  meafure  which  had  the 
leaft  probability  of  preventing  it.  They  re- 
commended a Congrefs  to  be  compofed  of  dele- 
gates from  the  feveral  affemblies,  who  knew 
that  the  people  in  general  were  not  difaffected 
to  the  Britifh  Government,  and  that  they  wifhed 
to  be  more  firmly  united  with  it  upon  conftitu- 
tional principles.  From  thefe  convened  in  a 
general  council,  they  hoped  that  fome  propofi- 
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tions  would  be  made,  which  would  terminate 
in  a perfeft  accommodation  and  union  between 
the  two  countries,  and  that  the  views  of  the 
republicans  would  be  fruftrated,  which  they 
dreaded  yet  more  than  what  they  thought  was 
an  unconftitutional  power  in  parliament.  And 
their  hopes  would  have  been  anfwered,  had  the 
meafure  been  carried  into  complete  execution  j 
that  is,  had  the  delegates  in  congrefs  been  ap- 
pointed by  the  aflemblies  of  the  feveral  colonies. 
But  this  was  prevented  by  the  injudicious  con- 
duct of  fome  of  the  royal  Governors,  who,  dif- 
approv-ing  of  the  meafure,  did  not  give  their 
aflemblies  an  opportunity  of  appointing  their 
delegates.  This  irritated  even  fome  of  thofe 
who  were  friendly  to  Government,  and  it  left 
to  the  republican  faction  the  choice  of  men  who 
thought  as  they  thought,  and  would  aft  as  they 
wifbed.  In  the  Colonies  where  the  aflemblies 
had  an  opportunity  of  meeting,  they  chofe  the 
delegates ; where  they  had  not,  they  were 
chofen  by  the  illegal  and  factious  conventions, 
committees,  and  town-meetings.  Thus  the 
Congrefs  was  of  a motley  complexion,  partly 
loyalifts,  and  partly  republicans. 

The  Congrefs  met  at  Philadelphia  in  Sep- 
tember, 1774.  They  brought  with  them 
their  appointments  and  inftruflions.  The 
latter  plainly  difcover  the  dilppfitions  of  the 
aflemblies,  and  of  the  people  who  gave  them, 
and  demonfirate  their  averflon  to  every 
thing  which  might  tend  to  a feditious  or  ille- 
gal oppofltion  to  Government.  They  ftrifily 
enjoined  their  delegates  to  c<  purfue  proper , 
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“ prudent , and  lawful  meafures,  and  to  adopt  a 
64  plan  for  obtaining  a redrefs  of  American 
“ grievances,  aicertaining  American  rights  up- 
“ on  the  moft  iolid  and  confiitutional  principles, 
<e  and  for  eftablifhing  that  union  and  harmony 
“ between  Great  Britain  and  the  Colonies, 
tc  which  is  indifpenfably  mcejfary  to  the  welfare  and 
44  happinefs  of  loth  Under  cheie  inftrudtions, 
it  was  the  general  expe&ation  that  decent  pe- 
titions would  be  presented  to  Parliament,  ex- 
plicitly pointing  out  the  meafures  by  which  its 
authority  over  the  Colonies  might  be  rendered 
more  conllitutional,  and  the  grievances  com- 
plained of  might  be  redreffed  ; becaufe  this  was 
nothing  more  than  the  reafonable  duty  of  lub- 
jebts,  and  it  was  the  fincere  wifh  of  the  people. 

Upon  the  meeting  of  Congrefs,  two  parties 
were  immediately  formed,  with  different  views, 
and  determined  to  aft  upon  different  principles. 
One  intended  candidly  and  clearly  to  define 
American  rights,  and  explicitly  and  dutifully  to 
petition  for  the  remedy  which  would  redrefs  the 
grievances  juftly  complained  of — to  form  a 
more  folid  and  conllitutional  union  between  the 
two  countries,  and  to  avoid  every  mealure  which 
tended  to  fedition,  or  ads  of  violent  oppofition. 
The  other  confided  of  perlbns,  whole  defign, 
from  the  beginning  of  their  oppofition  to  the 
Scamp  A61,  was  to  throw  off  all  fubordination 
and  connexion  withGreat-Britain •,  who  meant  by 
every  fiflion,  fallehood  and  fraud,  to  delude  the 
people  from  their  due  allegiance,  to  throw  the 
fublifting  Governments  into  anarchy,  to  incite 
the  ignorant  and  vulgar  to  arms,  and  with  thofe 
arms  to  eftablilh  American  Independence.  The 
1 one 
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one  were  men  of  loyal  principles,  and  pollened 
the  greateft  fortunes  in  America;  the  other 
were  congregational  and  prefbyterian  repub- 
licans, or  men  of  bankrupt  fortunes,  over- 
whelmed in  debt  to  the  Britifh  merchants.  The 
firft  fufpedted  the  defigns  of  the  laft,  and  were 
therefore  cautious ; but  as  they  meant  to  do 
nothing  but  what  was  reafonable  and  juft,  they 
were  open  and  ingenuous.  The  fecond,  fear- 
ing the  oppofition  of  the  firft,  were  fecret  and 
hypocritical,  and  left  no  art,  no  falfehood,  no 
fraud  uneftayed  to  conceal  their  intentions.  The 
loyaliftsrefted.for  the  moftpart,on  the  defenfive, 
and  oppofed,  with  fuccefs,  every  meaiure  which 
tended  to  violent  oppofition.  Motions  were 
made,  debated  and  reje&ed,  and  nothing  was 
carried  by  either. 

While  the  two  parties  in  Congrefs  remained 
thus  during  three  weeks  on  an  equal  balance,  the 
republicans  were  calling  to  their  affiftance  the 
aid  of  their  factions  without.  Continual  ex- 
preftes  were  employed  between  Philadelphia  and 
Bofton.  Thefe  were  under  the  management  of 
Samuel  Adams — a man,  who  though  by  no 
means  remarkable  for  brilliant  abilities,  yet  is 
equal  to  moft  men  in  popular  intrigue,  and  the 
management  of  a fadtion.  He  eats  little,  drinks 
little,  fieeps  little,  thinks  much,  and  is  moft 
decifive  and  indefatigable  in  the  purfuit  of  his 
objedts.  It  was  this  man,  who  by  his  fuperior 
application  managed  at  once  the  fadtian  in 
Congrefs  at  Philadelphia,  and  the  factions  in 
New  England.  Whatever  thefe  patriots  ni  Con- 
grefs wifhed  to  have  done  by  their  colleagues 
without,  to  induce  General  Gage,  then  at  the 
K 2 head 
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head  of  his  Majefty’s  army  at  Bofton,  to  give 
them  a pretext  tor  violent  oppofition,  or  to  pro- 
mote their  meafures  in  Congrefs,  Mr.  Adams 
advifed  and  directed  to  be  done-,  and  when  done, 
it  was  difpatched  by  exprefs  to  Congrefs  By 
one  of  thefe  exprelfes  came  the  inflammatory 
refolves  of  the  county  of  Suffolk,  which  con- 
tained a complete  declaration  of  war  againft: 
Great-Britain.  By  thefe  refolves  it  is  declared, 
“ that  no  obedience  is  due  to  adts  of  Parliament 
affedting  Bofton 

That  “ the  juftices  of  the  fuperior  courts  of 
judicature,  court  of  afllze,  &c.  are  unconftitu- 
tional  officers,  and  that  no  regard  ought  to  be  paid 
to  them  by  the  people 

That  “ the  county  will  fupport  and  bear 
harmlefs  all  fheriffs  and  their  deputies,  con- 
ftables,  jurors  and  other  officers,  who  fhall  re- 
fufe  to  carry  into  execution  the  orders  of  the  faid 
courts 

That  “ the  colledtors  of  taxes,  conftables  and 
other  officers,  retain  in  their  hands  all  public 
monies , and  not  make  any  payment  thereof  to 
the  provincial  county  treasurer 

And  that  “ the  perfons  who  had  accepted  feats 
at  the  council-board,  by  virtue  of  a mandamus 
from  the  King , fhould  be  confidered  as  objlinate 
and  incorrigible  enemies  to  their  country 

They  advife  the  people  “ to  eledt  the  officers 
of  militia,  and  to  ufe  their  utmoft  diligence  to  ac- 
quaint them] elves  with  the  art  of  war  as  foon  as 
poffible,  and  for  that  purpofe  to  appear  under 
arms  once  in  every  week 

And  to  carry  thefe  and  other  meaiures  into 
execution  ; among  many  other  things  equally 
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treafonable,  they  recommend  it  to  the  feveral 
towns  to  “ chufe  a Provincial  Congrefs.” 

Upon  thefe  refolves  being  read,  a motion 
was  made  that  the  Congrefs  fhould  give  them 
their  fanftion.  Lons;  and  warm  debates  en- 
fued  between  the  parties.  At  this  time  the 
republican  faction  in  Congrefs  had  provided  a 
mob,  ready  to  execute  their  fecret  orders.  The 
cruel  practice  of  tarring  and  feathering  had 
been  long  fince  introduced.  This  leffened  the 
firmnefs  of  fome  of  the  loyalifts  ; the  vote  was 
put  and  carried.  Two  of  the  diffenting  mem- 
bers prefumed  to  offer  their  proteft  againit  it 
in  writing,  which  was  negatived.  They  next 
infilled  that  the  tender  of  their  protefi:  and  its 
negative  fhould  be  entered  on  the  minutes;  this 
was  alfo  rejefted. 

By  this  treafonable  vote  the  foundation  of 
military  refillance  throughout  America  was  ef- 
fectually laid.  The  example  was  now  fet  by 
the  people  of  Suffolk,  and  the  meafure  was 
approved  of  by  thofe  who  called  themfelves  the 
reprefentatives  of  all  America.  The  loyal  party, 
although  they  knew  a great  majority  of  the 
colonifts  were  averfe  to  the  meafure,  perceived 
the  improbability  of  Hemming  the  torrent.  They 
had  no  authority,  no  means  in  their  own  power 
to  refill  it ; they  faw  thofe  who  held  the  powers 
of  Government  inactive  fpedlators,  and  either 
fhrinking  from  their  duty,  or  uniting  in  the 
meafures  of  fedition  ; they  faw  the  flame  of  re- 
bellion fpreading  with  more  rapidity  in  a pro- 
vince under  the  eye  of  his  Majefly’s  army  than 
in  any  other ; and  that  no  effectual  meafures 
were  taking  by  Government  in  Britain  to  fup- 
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prefs  it ; and  yet,  as  a petition  to  his  Majefty 
had  been  ordered  to  be  brought  in,  they  re- 
folded to  continue  their  exertions.  They  hoped 
to  prevail  in  dating  the  rights  of  America  on 
juft  and  conftitutional  principles  5 in  propofing 
a plan  for  uniting  the  two  countries  on  thofe 
principles,  and  in  a clear,  definitive  and  decent 
prayer,  to  afk  for  what  a majority  of  the  colo- 
nies wifhed  to  obtain  * and  as  they  had  no  reafon 
to  doubt  the  fuccefs  of  this  meafure  in  a Britifh 
Parliament,  they  further  hoped,  that  it  would 
flop  the  effufion  of  blood  and  the  ruin  of  their 
country. 

With  this  view,  as  well  as  to  probe  the  ulti- 
mate defign  of  the  republicans,  and  to  know 
with  certainty  whether  any  propofal,  fhort  of 
the  abfolute  independence  of  the  Colonies, 
would  fatisfy  them,  a plan  of  union  was  drawn 
by  a member  of  the  loyal  party,  and  approved 
by  the  reft.  It  was  fo  formed  as  to  leave  no 
room  for  any  reafonable  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  republicans,  if  they  meant  to  be  united 
to  Great  Britain  on  any  grounds  whatever.  It 
included  a reftoration  of  all  their  rights,  and  a 
redrefs  of  all  their  grievances,  on  conftitutional 
principles ; and  it  accorded  with  all  the  inftruc- 
tions  given  to  them  as  members  of  Congreis. 

Introductory  to  his  motion  which  lea  to  this 
plan,  the  author  of  it  made,  in  fubftance,  the 
following  fpeech,  which  is  taken  from  his  fhort 
notes : “ He  told  Congrefs  that  he  came  with 
“ inftruCtions  to  propofe  fome  mode,  by  which 
“ the  harmony  between  Great  Britain  and  the 
ie  Colonies  might  be  reftored  on  conftitutional 
“ principles:  that  this  appeared  to  be  the 
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44  genuine  fenfe  of  all  the  inftru&ions  brought 
44  into  Congrefs  by  the  Delegates  of  the  feveral 
44  Colonies.  He  had  long  waited  wirh  great 
“ patience  under  an  expectation  of  hearing  fome 
44  propofition  which  fliould  tend  to  that  falutary 
44  and  important  purpofe  ; but,  to  his  great 
44  mortification  and  diftrefs,  a month  had  been 
44  fpent  in  fruitlefs  debates  on  equivocal  and 
44  indecifive  propofitions,  which  tended  to  in- 

44  flame  rather  than  reconcile — to  produce  war 
“ inflead  of  peace  between  the  two  countries. 

45  In  this  difagreeable  fltuation  of  things  he 
“ thought  it  his  incumbent  duty  to  fpeak 
44  plainly,  and  to  give  his  fentiments  without 
44  the  leaft  referve. 

44  There  are,”  fays  he,  44  two  propofitions 
44  before  the  Congrefs,  for  reftoring  the  wilhed- 
44  for  harmony  : one,  that  Parliament  fhould 
44  be  requefted  to  place  the  Colonies  in  the  ftate 
44  they  were  in  in  the  year  1763  ; the  other, 
44  that  a non-exportation  and  non-importation 
44  agreement  Ihould  be  adopted.  I will  con- 
44  fider  thefe  propofitions,  and  venture  to  rejeCt 
44  them  both;  thefirft,  as  indecifive,  tending  to 
44  miflead  both  countries,  and  to  lay  a founda- 
44  tion  for  further  difcontent  and  quarrel  ; the 
44  other,  as  illegal,  and  ruinous  to  America.  ' 

44  The  firfl:  propofition  is  indecifive,  becaufe 
44  it  points  out  no  ground  of  complaint — afks 
44  for  a reftoration  of  no  right,  fettles  no  prin- 
44  ciple,  and  propofes  no  plan  for  accommo- 
44  dating  the  difpute.  There  is  no  ftatute  which 
“ has  been  pafled  to  tax  or  bind  the  Colonies 

44  fince  the  year  1763,  which  was  not  founded 

45  on  precedents  and  ftatutes  of  a fimilar  nature 

44  before 
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44  before  that  period  ; and  therefore  the  pro- 
44  pofition,  while  it  exprefsly  denies  the  right 
44  of  Parliament,  confeffes  it  by  the  llrongeft 
44  implication.  In  fhcrt,  it  is  nugatory,  and 
44  without  meaning-,  and  however  it  may  ferve, 
44  when  rejected  by  Parliament,  as  it  certainly 
44  will  be,  to  form  a charge  of  injuftice  upon, 
44  and  to  deceive  and  inflame  the  minds  of  the 
44  people  hereafter,  it  cannot  pofiibly  ar.fwer  any 
44  other  purpofe. 

44  The  fecond  propofition  is  undutiful  and 
44  illegal : it  is  an  infult  on  the  fupreme  autho- 
44  rity  of  the  State-,  it  cannot  fail  to  draw  on  the 
44  Colonies  the  united  refentment  of  the  Mother 
44  Country.  If  we  will  not  trade  with  Great 
44  Britain,  fne  will  not  fuffer  us  to  trade  at  all. 
44  Our  ports  will  be  blocked  up  by  Bridfii  men 
44  of  war,  and  troops  will  be  fent  to  reduce  us 
44  to  reafon  and  obedience.  A total  and  fudden 
44  ftagnation  of  commerce  is  what  no  country 
44  can  bear  : it  mull  bring  ruin  on  the  Colonies : 
44  the  produce  cf  labour  mull  perilh  on  their 
44  hands,  and  not  only  the  progreis  of  induflry 
44  be  flopped,  but  induftry  and  labour  will 
44  ceafe,  and  the  country  itfelf  be  thrown 
44  into  anarchy  and  tumult.  I mull  therefore 
44  reject  both  the  propofitions  ; the  firll  as  in* 
44  decilive,  and  the  other  as  inadmihible  upon 
44  any  principle  of  prudence  or  policy. 

44  If  we  fmcerely  mean  to  accommodate  the 
44  difference  between  the  two  countries,  and  to 
44  ellablifh  their  union  on  more  firm  and  con- 
44  ftitutional  principles,  we  mull  take  into  con- 
44  fideration  a number  of  fadls  which  led  the 
44  Parliament  to  pafs  the  acts  complained  of, 
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«4  fince  the  year  1763,  and  the  real  ftate  of  the 
44  Colonies.  A clear  and  perfecl  knowledge  of 
44  thefe  matters  only  can  lead  us  to  the  ground 
44  of  fubftantial  redrefs  and  permanent  har- 
44  mony  1 will  therefore  call  your  recolleChon 
44  to  the  dangerous  fituation  of  the  Colonies 
44  from  the  intrigues  of  France,  and  the  incur- 
44  lions  of  the  Canadians  and  their  Indian  allies, 
44  at  the  commencement  of  the  laft  war.  None 
44  of  us  can  be  ignorant  of  the  juft  fenfe  they 
44  then  entertained  of  that  danger,  and  of  their 
44  incapacity  to  defend  themfelves  againft  it, 
44  nor  of  the  fupplications  made  to  the  Parent 
44  State  for  its  affiftance,  nor  of  the  cheerfulnefs 
44  with  which  Great  Biitain  fent  over  her  fleets 
44  and  armies  for  their  protection,  of  the  millions 
44  fhe  expended  in  that  protection,  and  of  the 
44  happy  confequences  which  attended  it. 

“ In  this  Hate  of  the  Colonies,  it  was  not 
44  unreafonable  to  expeCt  that  Parliament  would 
44  have  levied  a tax  on  them  proportionate  to 
44  their  wealth,  and  the  fums  railed  in  Great 
44  Britain.  Her  ancient  right,  fo  often  exer- 
44  cifed,  and  never  controverted.,  enabled  her, 
44  and  the  occaflon  invited  her,  to  do  it.  And 
44  yet,  not  knowing  their  wealth,  a generous 
44  tendernefs  arifing  from  the  fear  of  doing 
44  them  injuftice,  induced  Parliament  to  for- 
44  bear  to  levy  aids  upon  them — It  left  the 
44  Colonies  to  do  juftice  to  themfelves  and  to 
44  the  nation.  And  moreover,  in  order  to 
44  allure  them  to  a difcharge  of  their  duty,  it 
44  offered  to  reimburfe  thofe  Colonies  which 
44  fhould  generoufly  grant  the  aids  that  were 
46  neceflary  to  their  own  lafety.  But  what  was 
L 44  the 
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44  the  condudt  of  the  Colonies  on  this  occafion, 
44  in  which  their  own  exigence  was  immediately 
44  concerned  ? However  painful  it  may  be  for 
44  me  to  repeat,  or  you  to  hear,  I mud  remind 
44  you  of  it.  You  all  know  there  were  Colo- 
4‘  nies  which  at  fome  times  granted  liberal  aids, 
44  and  at  others  nothing  other  Colonies  gave 
44  nothing  during  the  war ; none  gave  equitably 
44  in  proportion  to  their  wealth,  and  all  that 
44  did  give  were  actuated  by  partial  and  felf- 
44  interefted motives,  and  gave  only  in  proportion 
44  to  the  approach  or  remotenefs  of  the  danger. 
44  Thefe  delinquencies  were  cccafioned  by  the 
44  want  of  the  exercife  of  fome  fup;eme  power 
44  to  afcertain,  with  equity,  their  proportions  of 
44  aids,  and  to  over  rule  the  particular  paffions, 
44  prejudices,  and  interefts,  of  the  feveral 
44  Colonies. 

44  To  remedy  thefe  mifchiefs.  Parliament 
44  was  naturally  led  to  exercife  the  power  which 
44  had  been,  by  its  predecefior  •,  fo  often  exer- 
44  cifed  over  the  Colonies,  and  to  pals  the 
44  Stamp  Adi.  Againlt  this  adl  the  Colonies 
44  petitioned  Parliament,  and  denied  its  autho- 
44  rity.  Inftead  of  propofing  lome  remedy,  by 
44  which  that  authority  Ihould  be  rendered 
44  more  equitable  and  more  conftitutional  over 
44  the  Colonies,  the  petitions  relied  in  a decla- 
44  ration  that  the  Colonies  could  not  be  repre- 
44  fented  in  that  body.  This  juftly  alarmed  the 
44  Britifli  Senate.  It  was  thought  and  called  by 
44  the  ableft  men  and  Britain,  a clear  and  ex- 
44  plicit  declaration  of  American  Independence, 
44  and  compelled  the  Parliament  to  pals  the 
56  Declaratory  Adi,  in  order  to  fave  its  ancient 

44  and 
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Ec  and  incontrovertible1  right  of  fupremacy  over 
*c  all  the  parts  of  the  empire.  By  this  inju- 
(c  dicious  ftep  the  caufe  of  our  complaints 
became  fixed,  and  inftead  of  obtaining  a 
tc  conftitutional  reformation  of  the  authority  of 
te  Parliament  over  the  Colonies,  it  brought  on 
lc  an  explicit  declaration  of  a right  in  Parlia- 
<c  ment  to  exercife  abfolute  and  unparticipated 
“ power  over  them.  Nothing  now  can  be 
((  wanting  to  convince  us,  that  the  Afifembiies 
e£  have  purfued  meafures  which  have  produced 
“ no  relief,  and  anfwered  no  purpofe  but  a bad 
i(  one.  I therefore  hope  that  the  colledted 
“ wifdom  of  Congrefs  will  perceive  and  avoid 
fC  former  miftakes ; that  they  will  candidly  and 
s<  thoroughly  examine  the  real  merits  of  our 
“ difpute  with  the  Mother  Country,  and  take 
65  fuch  ground  as  fliall  firmly  unite  us  under 

one  fyftem  of  polity,  and  make  us  one 
(C  people. 

“ In  order  to  eftablifh  thofe  principles,  upon 
<e  which  alone  American  relief  ought,  in  reafon 
“ and  policy,  to  be  founded,  1 will  take  a 
s(  brief  view  of  the  arguments  on  both  fides  of 
ce  the  great  queftion  between  the  two  countries — 
iC  a queftion  in  its  magnitude  and  importance 
tl  exceeded  by  none  that  has  been  ever  agitated 
6C  in  the  councils  of  any  nation.  The  advo- 
“ cates  for  the  fupremacy  of  Parliament  over 
lt  the  Colonies  contend,  that  there  muft  be  one 
“ fupreme  legiflative  head  in  every  civil  fociety, 
tc  whofe  authority  muft.  extend  to  the  regulation 
6<  and  final  decifion  of  every  matter  fufceptible 
“ of  human  direction  •,  and  that  every  member 
“ of  the  fociety,  whether  political,  official,  or 
L 2 individual. 
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individual,  muft  be  fubordinate  to  its  fupreme 
ce  will,  fignified  in  its  laws  : that  this  fupre- 
“ macy  and  fubordination  are  eflcntial  in  the 
tl  conftitution  of  all  States,  whatever  may  be 
“ their  forms  •,  that  no  fociety  ever  did,  or 
“ could  exift,  without  it;  and  that  thefe  truths 
“ are  folidly  eilablifhed  in  the  practice  of  all 
“ Governments,  and  confirmed  by  the  concurrent 
“ authority  of  all  writers  on  the  fubjecl  of 
“ civil  fociety. 

“ Thefe  advocates  alfo  aflert,what  we  cannot 
“ deny — That  the  difcovery  of  the  Colonies 
tc  was  made  under  a commifiion  granted  by  the 
“ fupreme  authority  of  the  Britiih  State, 
“ that  they  have  been  fettled  under  that  au- 
“ thority,  and  therefore  are  truly  the  pro- 
“ petty  of  that  State.  Parliamentary  jurifdic- 
“ tion  has  been  conftantly  exercifed  over  them 
“ from  their  firft  fettlement ; its  executive 
authority  has  ever  run  through  all  their  in- 
“ ferior  political  fyftems  : the  Colonilts  have 
ever  fworn  allegiance  to  the  Britiih  State,  and 
“ have  been  confidered,  both  by  the  State  and 
“ by  themfelves,  as  fubjedts  of  the  Britiih  Go- 
vernment.  Protedlion  and  allegiance  are  reci- 
“ procai  duties ; the  one  cannot  exift  without  the 
“ other.  The  Colonies  cannot  claim  the  pro* 
“ teflion  of  Britain  upon  any  principle  of  reafon 
“ or  law,  while  they  deny  its  fupreme  autho- 
“ rity.  Upon  this  ground  the  authority  of 
“ Parliament  ftands  too  firm  to  be  fhaken  by 
any  arguments  whatever ; and  therefore  to 
<c  deny  that  authority,  and  at  the  fame  time  to 
declare  their  incapacity  to  be  reprefented, 
2 “ amounts 
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85  amounts  to  a full  and  explicit  declaration  of 
“ independence. 

“ In  regard  to  the  political  date  of  the  Co- 
<c  lonies,  you  mull  know  that  they  are  fo  many 
88  inferior  focieties,  difunited  and  unconneded 
“ in  polity.  That  while  they  deny  the  authority 
“ of  Parliament,  they  are,  in  refped  to  each 
“ other,  in  a perfed  date  of  nature,  deftitute 
“ of  any  fupreme  diredion  or  decifion  what- 
ever,  and  incompetent  to  the  grant  of  na- 
88  tional  aids,  or  any  other  general  meafure 
88  whatever,  even  to  the  fettlement  of  differences 
88  among  themfelves.  This  they  have  repeatedly 
88  acknowledged,  and  particularly  by  their 
88  delegates  in  Congrefs  in  the  beginning  of  the 
88  laft  war  •,  and  the  aids  granted  by  them  fince 
88  that  period,  for  their  own  protedion,  are  a 
88  proof  of  the  truth  of  that  acknowledge 
88  ment. 

“ You  alfo  know  that  the  feeds  of  difcord 
88  are  plentifully  fowed  in  the  conftitution  of 
“ the  Colonies ; that  they  are  already  grown  to 
“ maturity,  and  have  more  than  once  broke 
“ out  into  open  hoftilities.  They  are  at  this 
moment  only  fuppreffed  by  the  authority  of 
“ the  Parent  State  •,  and  fhould  that  authority 
“ be  weakened  or  annulled,  many  fubjeds  of 
“ unfettled  difputes,  and  which,  in  that  cafe, 
“ can  only  be  fettled  by  an  appeal  to  the  fword, 
<c  muft  involve  us  in  all  the  horrors  of  civil 
war.  You  will  now  confider  whether  you 
“ wifh  to  be  deftitute  of  the  protedion  of  Great 
Britain,  or  to  fee  a renewal  of  the  claims  of 
“ France  upon  America  ; or  to  remain  in  our 
prefent  difunited  date,  the  weak  expofed  to 

“■  the 
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44  the  forceof  theftrong.  Iamfureno  honeft  man 
611  can  entertain  wiflbes  fo  ruinous  to  his  country. 

44  Having  thus  briefly  ftated  the  arguments 
44  in  favour  of  parliamentary  authority,  and 
44  confldered  the  flate  of  the  Colonies,  I am 
44  free  to  confefs  that  the  exercife  of  that 
44  authority  is  not  perfe&ly  conftitutional  in 
44  refpect  to  the  Colonies.  We  know  that  the 
44  whole  landed  interefl;  of  Britain  is  reprefented 
44  in  that  body,  while  nei.her  the  land  nor  the 
44  people  of  America  hold  the  leafl:  participation 
44  in  the  legiflative  authority  of  the  State.  Re- 
44  prefentation,  or  a participation  in  the  fupreme 
44  councils  of  the  State,  is  the  great  prin- 
44  ciple  upon  which  the  freedom  of  the  Britifli 
44  Government  is  eftablilhed  and  fecured.  I 
44  alfo  acknowledge,  that  that  territory  whofe 
44  people  have  no  enjoyment  of  this  privilege, 
44  are  fubjedt  to  an  authority  unreftrained  and 
44  abfolute ; and  if  the  liberty  of  the  fubjedl 
44  were  not  eflentially  concerned  in  it,  I fhould 
44  reject  a diftincff ion  fo  odious  between  mem- 
44  bers  of  the  fame  ftate,  fo  long  as  it  fhall  be 
44  continued.  I wifli  to  fee  it  exploded,  and 
44  the  right  to  participate  in  the  fupreme 
44  councils  of  the  State  extended,  in  l'ome  form, 
44  not  only  to  America,  but  to  all  the  Britifli 
44  dominions  ■,  otherwife  I fear  that  profound 
44  and  excellent  fabrick  of  civil  polity  will,  ere 
44  long,  crumble  to  pieces. 

44  The  cafe  of  the  Colonies  is  not  a new  one. 
44  It  was  formerly  the  very  fltuation  of  Wales, 
44  Durham,  and  Chefter. 

44  As  to  the  tax,  it  is  neither  unjufl:  nor  op- 
44  preflive,  it  being  rather  a relief  than  a bur- 

44  then ; 
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44  then ; but  it  is  want  of  conftitutional  principle 
“ in  the  authority  that  pafied  it,  which  is  the 
“ ground  for  complaint.  This,  and  this  only, 
44  is  the  fource  of  American  grievances,  Here, 
44  and  here  only,  is  the  defeCt ; and  if  this.defrCt 
44  were  removed,  a foundation  would  be  laid 
44  for  the  relief  of  every  American  complaint; 
41  the  obnoxious  ftatutes  would  of  courfe  be 
44  repealed,  and  others  would  be'  made,  with 
44  the  affent  of  the  Colonies,  to  anfwer  the  fame 
44  and  better  purpofes the  mifchiefs  arifing 
44  from  the  difunion  of  the  Colonies  would  be 
44  removed  ; their  freedom  would  be  eftablifhed, 
44  and  their  fubordination  fixed  on  folid  con- 
“ ftitutional  principles. 

44  Defirous  as  I am  to  promote  the  freedom 
44  of  the  Colonies,  and  to  prevent  the  mifchiefs 
44  which  will  attend  a military  conteft  with  Great 
44  Britain,  I mult  intreat  you  to  deferr  the 
44  meafures  which  have  been  fo  injudicioufly 
44  and  ineffectually  purfued  by  antecedent  Af- 
44  femblies.  Let  us  thoroughly  inveftigate  the 
44  fubjeCt  matter  in  difpute,  and  endeavour  to 
44  find  from  that  inveftigation  the  means  of 
44  perfeCt  and  permanent  redrefs.  In  whatever 
44  we  do,  let  us  be  particular  and  explicit,  and 
44  not  wander  in  general  allegations.  Thefe 
44  will  lead  us  to  no  point,  nor  can  produce  any 
44  relief;  they  are  befides  difhonourable  and 
44  infidious.  I would  therefore  acknowledge 
44  the  neceffity  of  the  fupreme  authority  of 
44  Parliament  over  the  Colonies,  becaufe  it  is  a 
44  propofition  which  we  cannot  deny  without 

44  manifeft  contradiction,  while  v/e  confefs  that 

45  we  are  fubjeCts  of  the  Britilh  Government ; 

44  and 


C 2o  ) 

u and  if  we  do  not  approve  of  a reprefentation 
“ in  Parliament,  let  us  aflc  for  a participation 
“ in  the  freedom  and  power  of  the  Englifh 
“ conftitution  in  fome  other  mode  of  incor- 
“ poration ; for  I am  convinced,  by  long 
tc  attention  to  the  fubjed,  that  let  us  deliberate, 
“ and  try  what  other  expedients  we  may,  we 
“ fhall  find  none  that  can  give  to  the  Colonies 
“ fubltantial  freedom,  but  fome  fuch  incorpo- 
tC  ration.  I therefore  befeech  you,  by  the 
“ refped  you  are  bound  to  pay  to  the  inftruc- 
“ tions  of  your  conftituents,  by  the  regard  you 
“ have  for  the  honour  and  fafety  of  your 
“ country,  and  as  you  wifii  to  avoid  a war  with 
te  Great  Britain,  which  muft  terminate,  at  all 
“ events,  in  the  ruin  of  America,  not  to  rely  on 
“ a denial  of  the  authority  of  Parliament,  a 
“ refufal  to  be  reprefented,  and  on  a non- 
« importation  agreement ; becaufe  whatever 
“ proteftations,  in  that  cafe,  may  be  made  to 
“ the  contrary,  it  will  prove  to  the  world,  that 
“ we  intend  to  throw  off  our  allegiance  to  the 
“ State,  and  to  involve  the  two  countries  in  all 
« the  horrors  of  a civil  war. 

u With  a view  to  promote  the  meafure  I 
<c  have  fo  earneftly  recommended,  I have  pre- 
« pared  the  draught  of  a plan  for  uniting  Ame- 
<e  rica  more  intimately,  in  conftitutional  polity, 
« with  Great  Britain.  It  contains  the  greac 
*«  outlines  or  principles  only,  and  will  require 
“ many  additions  in  cale  thofe  fhould  be  ap- 
««  proved.  I am  certain,  when  difpaflionately 
confidered,  it  will  be  found  to  be  the  moil  per- 
‘‘  fed  union  in  power  and  liberty  with  the 
“ Parent  State,  next  to  a reprefentation  in 

“ Parliament, 
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41  Parliament,  and  I truft  it  will  be  approved 
te  of  by  both  countries.  In  forming  it,  I have 
“ been  particularly  attentive  to  the  rights  of 
ic  both;  and  I am  confident  that  no  American, 
who  wifhes  to  continue  a fubjedt  of  the  Britifh. 
ts  State,  which  is  what  we  all  uniformly  profefs, 
kl  can  offer  any  reafonable  objection  againft  it. 

“ I fhall  not  enter  into  a further  explanation 
*c  of  its  principles,  but  fhall  referve  my  fen- 
“ timents  Until  the  fecond  reading,  with  which 
“ I hope  it  will  be  favoured.” 

The  introductory  motion  being  feconded,  the 
Plan  was  prefented  and  read.  Warm  and  long 
debates  immediately  enfued  on  the  queftion. 
Whether  itfhould  be  entered  in  the  proceedings 
of  Congrefs,  or  be  referred  to  further  confi- 
deration.  All  the  men  of  property,  and  mofl 
of  the  ableft  fpeakers,  fupported  the  motion, 
while  the  republican  party  Itrenuoully  op- 
pofed  it. 

The  queftion  was  at  length  carried  by  a ma- 
jority of  one  Colony. 

I fhall  not  prefent  the  reader  with  the  Plan.' 
It  has  been  laid  before  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
and  publifhed  in  Mr.  Galloway’s  Examination. 
It  will  fuffice  here  to  obferve,  that  it  propofed 
an  American  branch  of  the  Britifh  legislature  to 
be  eftablifhed  in  America,  and  incorporated  with 
the  Parliament  for  the  purpofes  of  American 
taxation,  and  other  general  regulations.  In  this 
branch  every  Colony  would  have  been  repre- 
fented  more  perfectly  than  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  are  in  Parliament ; and  no  law  to  bind 
America  could  be  made  without  her  confent, 
given  by  her  reprefentatives  j and  yet  the  re- 
M publican 
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publican  fa&ion,  having  obtained  a majority  in 
Congrefs  by  their  arts,  and  the  affidance  of  their 
mobs,  rejected  it  without  fuffering  it  to  be  dif- 
cufled,  contrary  to  their  own  pofitive  rule  •,  and 
ordered  it  to  be  expunged  from  their  minutes,  to 
prevent  its  publication. 

I have  dwelt  more  particularly  on  the  condudf 
of  the  Congrefs  relative  to  this  plan,  becaufe 
their  denial  of  the  authority  of  Parliament,  their 
refufal  to  be  reprefented  in  it,  and  their  rejedting 
a propofition  which  would  have  given  the  Co- 
donifts  a perfect  reprefentation  in  America;  a 
reprefentation  by  far  more  popular  and  perfedt 
than  that  in  Great  Britain,  are  fo  many  con- 
current and  incontedible  proofs  which  mull 
carry  ccnvidion  to  every  candid  bread,  that 
they  have,  from  the  beginning,  aimed  at  nothing 
fhort  of  abfolute  independence. 

It  has  been  the  condant  theme  of  the  fadlions 
on  both  Tides  of  the  Atlantic,  that  at  the  con- 
clufion  of  the  lad  war  a “ plan  for  enflaving 
“ the  Colonies  was  concerted,  and  has  ever 
“ fince  been  pertinacioufly  carrying  into  execu- 
“ tion,  by  the  prefent  adminidration.”  It  has 
been  echoed  from  one  country  to  another  a 
thoufand  times.  It  has  been  refuted  again  and 
again,  and  reds  now  as  it  did  at  fird,  having 
nothing  but  the  boldnefs  and  infolence  of  re- 
bellion to  fupport  it : for  the  truth  is,  that  “ at 
“ the  conclufion  of  the  lad  war,”  the  New 
England  demagogues,  educated  under  their  de- 
mocratical  charter,  in  principles  inimical  to  a 
mixed  monarchy,  found  themfelves,  by  the 
cedion  of  Canada  to  Great  Britain,  relieved  from 
the  burthens  and  embarraflments  arifmg  from 

their 
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their  continual  wars  with  the  Canadians  and 
Indians.  They  thought  that  the  Colonies  thus 
relieved,  and  now  grown  up  to  confiderable 
ftrength,  no  longer  flood  in  need  of  the  pro- 
tedion  of  Great  Britain ; that  the  time  was 
approaching  when  they  might  carry  into  exe- 
cution their  long  meditated  defign  of  eftablifh- 
ing  their  own  religion  and  popular  governments 
in  America. 

A variety  of  fads  and  tranfadions  might  be 
adduced  to  demonftrate  this  truth.  Prior  to 
this  asra,  they  had  ever  recognifed  the  jurif- 
didion  of  Parliament.  Statutes  were  made  for 
regulating  their  trade,  levying  taxes,  retraining 
their  manufactures,  and  direding  their  internal 
police;  to  all  which  they  fubmitted  without 
murmur  or  complaint.  But  immediately  fub- 
fequent  to  this  period,  their  dodrine  was 
changed,  and  a new  fyftem  of  condud  was 
adopted.  It  was  in  the  beginning  of  the  year 
1764,  before  the  Stamp  Ad  was  thought  of, 
and  before  they  pretend  that  they  had  any 
grievances  to  complain  of,  that  they  began  their 
unlawful  combinations,  “ to  defend  (as  they 
exprefsly  declare)  their  civil  and  religious  li- 
berties.” It  was  in  the  fame  year  that  they 
refolved  to  unite  all  the  prefbyterian  churches 
throughout  America,  before  that  time  uncon- 
neded  with  each  other,  into  one  body  or  fynod  ; 
and  to  combine  that  fynod  with  the  great  com- 
mittee at.Bofton,  by  Handing  committees,  ap- 
pointed to  correfpond  and  confult  with  each 
other.  It  was  at  this  time  they  began  to  hold 
out  to  the  people  the  novel,  but  alluring  idea,  of 
American  independence.  And  it  was  at  this  time 
M 2 they 


( 84  ) 

they  declared,  that  the  corner  Jlones  (meaning 
the  ceffion  of  Canada,  and  the  eftablilhment  of 
their  union)  were  laid  •,  and  that  America  would 
foon  rife  to  a great  independent  empire.  This  de- 
claration was  followed  by  many  publications 
tending  to  alienate  the  affeftions  of  the  people 
from  the  Mother  Country,  and  to  prepare 
them,  as  the  Congrefs  exprelfed  it,  “ for  future 
events.”  And  it  was  in  the  fame  year,  for  the  firft 
time,  that  they  laid  the  foundation  for  quarrel, 
by  a denial  of  the  lupreme  authority  of  Great 
Britain. 

In  the  year  1764,  the  Stamp  Ad  was  palled. 
It  palled  without  one  difapproving  voice.  The 
men  in  the  prefent  oppofition  to  Government 
had  given  it  their  approbation.  They  had  not 
then  formed  a connection  with  rebellion,  nor  had 
they  compared  their  notes  with  the  American 
republicans ; but  as  foon  as  the  rebels  in  Ame- 
rica took  the  ground  of  oppofition,  the  two 
factions  inftantly  embraced,  and  the  fame  men 
who  had  in  1764  affented  to  the  aCt,  in  1766  be- 
came the  molt  violent  oppofers  of  it,  and  of  every 
other  fubfequent  a Cl  which  has  palled  for  the 
fupport  of  the  fupreme  authority  of  their  own 
country  over  its  Colonies. 

It  may  be  both  amufing  and  inltruCtive  to 
the  reader,  and  not  foreign  to  my  purpofe,  to 
lay  before  him  a copy  of  General  Conway's  ex- 
cellent letter  to  the  Governor  of  MalfachuiTett’s 
Bay,  in  1 7^.7.  Though  the  General  wrote 
officially,  being  one  of  his  Majefty’s  principal 
Secretaries  of  State,  yet  if  he  was  governed  by 
any  principles  of  honour  or  honefty,  his  own  fen- 
timents  mud  have  corresponded  with  the  letter. 
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« It  is  with  the  greateft  concern  (fays  he% 
his  Majefty  learns  the  difturbances  which 
have  lately  arifen  in  your  Province,  the  gene- 
<6  ral  confufion  that  feems  to  reign  there,  and 
**  the  total  languor  and  want  of  energy  in  your 
“ Government  to  exert  itfelf  with  any  dignity 
ce  or  efficacy,  for  the  fuppreffion  of  tumults 
“ which  feem  to  ftrike  at  the  very  being  of  all 
<c  authority  and  fubordination  amongfi  you. 

“ Nothing  can  certainly  exceed  the  ill-advifed 
“ and  intemperate  conduct  held  by  a party  in 
your  Province,  which  can  in  no  way  con- 
<c  tribute  to  the  removal  of  any  real  grievance 
“ they  might  labour  under,  but  may  tend  to 
” impede  and  obftruft  the  exertion  of  his  Ma- 
<c  jefiy’s  benevolent  attention  to  the  eafe  and 
ec  comfort,  as  well  as  to  the  welfare  of  all  his 
people. 

ft  It  is  hoped  and  expected  j that  this  want 
*c  of  confidence  in  the  juftice  and  tendernefs  of 
‘5  the  Mother  Country,  and  this  open  refiftance 
‘‘  to  its  authority,  can  only  have  found  place 
“ among  the  lower  and  more  ignorant  of  the 
“ people  : the  better  and  wifer  part  of  the 
“ Colonies  will  know,  that  decency  and  fub- 
million  may  prevail,  not  only  to  redrefs 
*c  grievances,  but  to  obtain  grace  and  favour, 
“ while  the  outrage  of  a public  violence  can  expeff 
nothing  but  jeverity  and  chaftifement. 

“ Thefe  fentiments  you  and  all  his  Majeliy’s 
“ fervants,  from  a fenfe  of  your  duty  to,  and 
■ ‘ love  of  your  country,  will  endeavour  to  ex- 
<c  cite  and  encourage  ; you  will,  in  a particular 
“ manner,  call  upon  them,  not  to  render  their 
cafe  defperate.  You  will  in  the  ftrongeft 
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ts  colours  reprefent  to  them,  the  dreadful  con- 
“ fequences  that  muft  inevitably  attend  the 
44  forcible  and  violent  refinance  10  a bis  of  the  Brikfj 
t(  Parliament , and  the  fcene  of  mifery  and  de- 
44  ftruclion  to  both  countries  infep  arable  from  fuch 
44  a conduct. 

44  For  however  unwillingly  his  Majefty  may 
44  confent  to  the  exertion  of  fuch  powers  as  may 
44  endanger  the  fafety  of  a fwgle  fubjebi  ; yet 
44  can  he  not  permit  his  own  dignity  and  the 
44  authority  of  the  Britifh  legidature  to  be  tram- 
44  pled  on  by  force  and  violence,  and  in  avowed 
“ contempt  cf  all  order,  duty  and  decorum. 

44  If  the  fubjedt  is  aggrieved,  he  knows  in 
44  what  manner  legally  and  confiitutionally  to  apply 
“ for  relief  ■,  but  it  is  not  fuitable  either  to  the 
“ fafety  or  dignity  of  the  Britifh  empire,  that 
44  any  individuals,  under  the  pretence  of  re- 
“ d reding  grievances,  fhould  prefume  to  violate 
“ the  public  peace” 

Such  were  the  fentiments  of  Mr.  Conway, 
Secretary  of  Sate.  What  has  been  his  conduct 
as  member  of  Parliament,  and  hew  far  it  has 
correfponded.  with  thole  fentiments  fince  he  has 
united  with  Oppofition,  and  with  them  become 
the  advocate  of  the  Americans,  his  and  their 
ipeeches  in  the  great  councils  of  the  State 
have  fully  demonfirated. 

In  this  oppofition,  it  is  remarkable  how  much 
they  have  been  embarrafled  to  find  arguments, 
even  plaufible,  to  fupport  themfelves.  They  have 
been  led  to  make  diflinctions  the  mod  abfurd  and 
ridiculous— did  motions  which  are  to  be  found  :n 
no  book,  nor  in  the  conditution  of  any  Govern- 
ment, and  which  they  themfelves  have  either 
forcotj  cr  are  now  alhamed  any  linger  to  infid 
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On.  Not  daring  to  deny  the  fupremacy  of  Par- 
liament over  the  Colonies  in  all  cafes  what- 
foever,  they  have  contended,  there  is  a diftinc- 
tion  between  the  rights  of  legiflation  and  taxa- 
tion— between  the  right  to  impofe  internal  and 
external  taxes — and  taxes  laid  for  the  regulation 
of  trade,  and  thofe  for  thepurpofeof  revenue;  and 
that  Parliament  was  competent  to  the  firft,  but 
not  to  the  fecond.  Thus  endeavouring,  by  their 
fophiftry,  to  pare  away,  or  fplit  into  pieces, 
the  fupreme  authority  of  the  State,  and  to  rob 
it  of  the  mod  important  of  its  rights,  by  which 
only  it  can  command  the  reafonable  contribu- 
tions of  all  its  fubjeds  when  neceffary  to  the 
national  defence. 

Such  are  the  fads,  upon  which  I fhall  appeal 
to  the  reader’s  decifion,  whether  there  is  any 
evidence  of  a defign  in  Government,  fince  the 
conclufion  of  the  laft  war,  to  enflave  the  Colo- 
nies ; or  whether  there  are  not  the  ftrongeft 
proofs  that  human  condud  can  exhibit,  that 
from  that  period  there  has  exifted  a fettled 
defign  in  the  republican  Colonifts  to  throw  off 
their  allegiance  to  the  State,  and  in  their  Bridflj 
colleagues  to  encourage  and  fupport  them  in 
their  attempt. 

Many  other  fads  might  be  adduced  in 
fupport  of  the  fame  truths ; but  I will  not 
dwell  upon  matters  which  are  fufhcientiy  prov- 
ed, and  which  perhaps  fome  men  may  think 
a digreffion.  I will  therefore  difmifs  the  Bri- 
tifli,  and  pafs  to  the  American  fadion,  which 
I left  after  their  rejedion  of  the  only  propo- 
fal  which  was  made  tending  to  an  accommo- 
dation of  the  difpute  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. 
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tries.  They  next  proceeded  to  fettle  their  Bili 
of  Rights.  In  this  bill,  were  there  no  other 
proof  of  their  defign  to  efbabliQi  independence, 
we  ffiould  find  that  which  is  abundantly  fuf- 
ficient.  Their  fourth  refolve  declares,  that  “ as 
“ the  Englifh  Colonifts  are  net  reprefented, 
“ and  from  their  local  circumftances,  cannot 
*c  properly  be  reprefented  in  the  Britifh  Parlia- 
“ ment,  they  are  intitled  to  a free  and  ex- 
“ clusive  -power  of  legijlation  in  their  feveral 
“ provincial  legifiatures  in  all  cafes  of  taxation 
“ and  internal  polity,  lubjed  only  to  the  negative 
*c  of  their  fovereign.”  Now  no  words  can  con- 
vey a more  explicit  declaration  of  colonial  in- 
dependence on  parliamentary  authority ; for 
if  the  Colonies  are  not,  and  will  not  be  repre- 
fented, and  moreover  have  a free  and  exclufive 
power  of  legiflation  in  all  cafes  of  taxation  and 
internal  polity,  the  authority  of  the  Britifh.  legif- 
lature  is  perfedly  excluded  •,  becaufe  it  can 
make  no  law  which  muft  not  come  within  the 
defeription  of  this  refolve,  not  even  an  act  to 
regulate  their  trade  ; for  that  muft  be  executed 
by  officers  within  the  Colonies,  and  of  courfe 
muft  affed  their  internal  polity.  It  cannot  even 
repeal  a colonial  law,  howeyer  repugnant  to  the 
laws  of  England,  or  injurious  to  the  intereft  of 
the  other  parts  of  the  empire. 

If  fo  explicit  a declaration  can  require  any 
thing  to  confirm  its  meaning,  we  ffiall  find  it  in 
the  following  words  of  the  fame  refolve.  “ But 
tc  from  the  neceffity  of  the  cafe,  and  a regard 
“ to  the  mutual  intereft  of  both  countries” 
(not  from  any  conftitutional  right  of  Parliament, 
for  this  is  denied  in  the  preceding  part  of  the 
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ss  refolve)  we  confent  to  the  operations  of”  (not 
to  the  right  of  making)  “ fuch  a6ts  of  the 
<c  Britifh  Parliament  as  are”  (not  to  fuch  as  Jhall 
he)  “ bona  fide  reftrained  to  the  regulation  of 
“ our  external  commerce,  for  the  purpofe  of 
“ fecuring  the  commercial  advantages  of  the 
“ whole  empire  to  the  Mother  Country,  and  the 
t{  commercial  benefits  of  its  refpeftive  mem- 
“ bers.”  Thus  did  thefe  men  aflame  a right  to 
declare  all  the  laws  of  trade  void  in  refpedt  to 
America,  to  judge  of  the  propriety  and  utility 
of  all,  to  refufe  obedience  to  by  far  the  greater 
part,  and,  with  an  arrogance  unparalleled,  to 
give  validity  to  fuch  of  them  only  as  they 
pleafed. 

Such  was  the  complexion  of  the  Bill  of 
Rights.  They  next  proceeded  to  confider  an 
addrefs  to  his  Majefty,  for  they  would  not  con- 
descend to  call  it  a petition.  Perhaps  they 
thought  they  could  not,  with  propriety,  call  it  fo, 
as  it  did  not  afk  for  any  one  eflential  thing.  The 
loyalifts,  and  friends  to  an  union  between  the  two 
countries,  zealouQy  contended  that  it  was  equivo- 
cal and  indecifive ; that  it  afked  for  nothing  ; that 
it  was  moreover  calculated  to  incenfe  and  irritate 
his  Majefty  and  his  Parliament,  rather  than  to 
obtain  a redrefs  of  grievances;  that  the  Colonifts 
had  always  acknowledged  themfelves  fubjecfts  of 
the  Britifh  State,  and  truly  were  fo ; that  it  was 
their  duty  not  only  to  point  out  their  grievances, 
butcleariy  and  explicitly  to  afk  fora  remedy;  that 
therefore  the  addrefs  ought  to  contain  the  great 
principles  of  the  difpute,  and  to  propofe  lome 
mode  of  relief;  and  that  commiftioners  fhould  be 
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fent  over  to  Britain  to  folicit  the  redrefs  pro- 
pofed.  One  may  fafely  affirm  that  thefe  argu- 
ments were  juft,  and  the  force  of  them  ought  to 
have  prevailed,  fince  they  urged  nothing  more 
than  was  the  reafonable  duty,  and  invariable 
practice  of  good  fubjefts.  But  reafon  or  argument 
had  little  weight.  The  republican  faftion  had 
obtained,  by  working  upon  the  timidity  of  fome, 
and  the  ignorance  of  others,  a majority.  The 
addrefs  was  therefore  carried  as  it  was  brought 
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in,  with  lome  very  trifling  amendments. 

Upon  a view  of  this  addrefs,  what  does  it 
pray  for?  There  is,  indeed,  an  intimation  (if 
an  intimation  may  be  called  a prayer)  that  if 
the  Parliament  will  repeal  the  ftatutes  fince  the 
year  1763,  their  complaints  will  fubjide.  The 
word  fubfide  was  prudently  and  cautioufly 
chofen.  It  alluded  to  atoms  at  the  bottom  of 
a fluid,  ready  to  rife  at  the  leaf!  emotion  •,  and 
this  w'ould  have  been  the  cale  had  the  Parlia- 
ment complied  v/ith  this  intimation.  For  they 
had  prepared  and  fettled  other  complaints,  or, 
as  they  ftyled  them,  oppreflions,  as  grounds  of 
future  quarrel  and  war  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, as  foon  as  the  ftatutes  made  fince  the 
year  1763  fhould  be  repealed.  They  had 
declared  their  exclufive  right  of  legislation,  and 
had  denied  the  force  of  all  the  laws  of  trade; 
and  of  every  ftatute  palled  before  that  period, 
on  the  principles  eftablifhed  by  their  claim  ot 
rights.  The  right  of  parliament  to  make  them 
was  as  exprefsly  denied,  as  it  was  to  pafs  thoie 
fince  1763  ; and  it  was  their  fixed  resolution  to 
make  thefe  ftatutes  the  fubjeft  of  diftention  as 
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foon  as  the  Colonids  were  better  ftrengthened, 
and  prepared  for  war. 

To  fnpport  this  fact,  the  unprejudiced  Reader 
cannot  look  for  ftronger  proof  than  their  own 
folemn  declarations.  Thefe  are  the  completed: 
evidence  of  defigns  not  carried  into  execution. 
They  mult  carry  convidtion  to  the  human 
bread,  where  reafon  and  candour  are  not  ex- 
cluded. On  thefe  then  I rely.  In  a claufe  of 
their  claim  of  rights,  on  which  their  addrefs 
was  founded,  they  declare,  that  “ in  the  courfe 
tc  of  their  enquiry,  they  find  many  infringe- 
“ ments  and  violations  of  the  foregoing  rights, 
sc  which  they  pafs  over  for  the  present,  and 
“ proceed  to  date  fuch  adts  and  meafures  as 
“ have  been  adopted  fence  the  laft  war”  And 
in  another  claufe,  fpeaking  of  the  datutes,  they 
add,  “ To  thefe  grievous  adts  and  meafures 
“ Americans  cannot  fubmit,”  and  therefore 
“ they  have,  for  the  prefent  only,  refolved  to 
sc  purfue  the  following  peaceable  meafures  : 
“ id.  To  enter  into  a non-importation,  non- 
“ confumption,  and  non-exportation  agreement; 
<s  2d,  To  prepare  an  addrefs  to  the  people  of 
<s  Great  Britain,  and  a memorial  to  the  inha- 
<c  bitants.  of  the  Britilh  Colonies  ; and  3d,  To 
<c  prepare  a loyal  addrefs  to  his  Majedy.”  How 
far  from  peaceable  thefe  meafures  were,  let 
common  l'enfe  judge.  The  fird  was  carried 
into  execution  by  every  adt  of  violence  that  law- 
lefs  committees  and  defperate  mobs  could  de- 
vife.  The  fecond  was  calculated  to  inflame  the 
minds  of  the  people  againd  their  fovereign,  and 
to  raife  another  rebellion  in  Britain.  The  third, 
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to  incite  the  people  of  America  to  take  up  arms 
againft  their  mother  country,  and  to  prepare 
their  minds  (as  it  is  expreffed)  “ for  mournful 
“ events,  and  every  contingency.”  The  ad- 
drefs,  intimating  that  their  complaints  would 
fubfide  upon  the  repeal  of  the  lfatutes  Since 
1763,  was  fent  over  and  prefented  •,  but  their 
refoives  refpedting  the  preceding  objedts  of  their 
complaints,  and  their  determination  to  take 
them  up  at  a future  day,  were  fecreted,  not 
only  from  Britons,  but  Americans. 

This  condudt  was  artful,  treacherous,  and 
bafe,  in  refpedt  to  both  countries.  It  was 
equally  calculated  to  amufe  and  deceive  both. 
But  it  was  abfolutely  neceffary  to  the  fuccefsful 
purfuit  of  their  dark  and  treafonable  defign, 
which  they  knew  would  be  relifhed  by  the 
greater  part  of  neither.  At  this  time  they  were 
deftitute  of  every  thing  neceffary  for  military 
refiftance.  They  had  not  formed  their  Hand- 
ing committees,  conventions,  or  congrefles  in 
the  Several  Colonies.  They  had  not  embodied 
themfelves  in  arms.  They  had  not  difarmed 
the  difaffedted,  nor  had  they  in  the  country 
arms  or  ammunition  neceffary  to  their  defign. 

Amufement,  falfehood,  and  fraud,  were  there- 
fore the  only  means  they  then  had.  Thefe 
were  to  be  improved  into  weapons  of  more  ef- 
fedt  and  power.  Their  colleagues  in  iadlion 
on  this  fide  of  the  Atlantic  were  to  be  Sup- 
ported, becaufe  they  were  neceffary  to  diftradt 
the  councils  of  Hate,  and  retard  its  meafures. 
The  people  of  America,  then  more  happy  than 
any  other  on  the  globe,  were  to  be  duped  into 
3 rebellion. 
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rebellion.  To  effedt  thefe  purpofes,  diftimula- 
tion  was  necefiary  •,  and  never,  not  even  by  the 
Cromwellian  fadtion,  was  more  of  it  ufed  than 
on  this  occafion.  In  all  their  public  proceed- 
ings, whether  meant  to  delude  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  or  of  America,  we  find  the  moft 
folemn  declarations  of  loyalty  to  the  King,  the 
mod  ardent  defire  of  a connexion  and  union  on 
conftitutional  principles  with  Great  Britain,  a 
folemn  difavowal  of  independence,  and  the 
flrongeft  afleverations  that  their  foie  defign  was 
to  obtain  a redrefsof  American  grievances  ; and 
all  this  at  the  very  time  they  were  making  every 
poffible  preparation  for  the  moft  vigorous  hoftile 
oppofition. 

Having  taken  this  plaufible  ground,  they 
tranfmitted  their  proceedings  to  the  fadtion  in 
Britain.  A vote  of  congreffional  thanks  to 
“ thofe  truly  noble,  honourable , and  -patriotic  ad- 
“ locates,  who  had  fo  generoufly  and  power- 
“ fully,  though  unfuccefsfully,  efpoufed  and 
“ defended  the  caufe  of  America,  both  in  and 
“ out  of  parliament,”  attended  them.  A letter 
was  written  to  their  agents,  ordering  them  to 
advife  and  co-operate  with  all  “ great  men 
“ who  might  incline  to  aid  the  caufe  of  liberty 
“ and  mankind.”  Their  memorial  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Great  Britain  was  ordered  to  be  “ com- 
<s  municated  particularly  to  all  the  trading  cities 
“ and  manufadturing  towns  in  Great  Britain.” 
And  their  agents  were  conftituted  fo  many  fpies 
on  the  Britiih  Government,  with  orders  to  give 
the  “ earlieft  information  of  all  fuch  condudt 
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tc  and  defigns  of  miniftry  or  parliament,  as 
“ might  concern  America  to  know.” 

The  fyftem  of  fediticus  oppofition,  in  both 
countries,  to  the  meafures  of  Government,  be- 
ing thus  concerted,  the  Congrefs  broke  up. 
The  loyalifts  feeing  no  hope  of  oppofing  the 
approaching  ftorm,  retired  to  their  families. 
The  republicans  adjourned  to  a tavern,  in  order 
to  concert  the  plan  which  was  necefiary  to  be 
purfued  by  their  party,  throughout  the  Colo- 
nies, for  raifing  a military  force.  This  fettled, 
they  alfo  returned  to  their  refpective  Colonies. 

And  here  the  two  parties  a£ted  upon  very 
different  principles.  The  loyalty  of  the  firft 
forbad  them  to  join  in  the  fedition,  and  taught 
them  to  look  up  to  Government  to  take  the 
lead  in  fuppreffing  it.  But  they  foon  found 
that  the  powers  of  the  colonial  governments  were 
infulted  with  impunity,  and  were  daily  giving 
way  to  new  ufurpations,  without  any  exertion  to 
prevent  it,  However,  they- hoped  that  the  time 
was  approaching,  when  the  powers  of  the  State 
would  be  exerted  •,  and  they  knew,  that  thole 
powers,  if  conducted  with  wifdom,  would  be  more 
than  fufficient  to  crufb  the  intended  rebellion. 
But  the  republicans  were  well  apprifed  that  they 
muft  rile  into  power  by  their  own  induftry.  They 
were  therefore  indefatigable  throughout  Ame- 
rica. The  difcontemed  and  faflious  were  con- 
vened in  every  Colony.  Provincial  congreffes, 
conventions,  and  committees  of  fafety  were  ap- 
pointed by  a part  of  the  people  in  every  diftricT, 
which,  when  compared  with,  the  whole,  was 
truly  inconfiderable.  Thefe  illegal  bodies  hav- 
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ing  defied  men  of  the  mod  feditious  principles, 
for  members  of  the  next  Congrefs,  proceeded 
to  other  bufinefs. 

The  loyalids  were  difarmed,  the  mod  ob- 
noxious of  them  imprilbned..  The  loyal  preffes 
were  redrained,  fome  of  them  feized  and  de- 
droyed.  Publications  in  favour  of  Govern- 
ment were  publicly  burnt,  while  the  republican 
prelfes  teemed  with  fpeeches  of  their  friends  and 
allies  in  parliament,  and  letters  wrote  from 
their  colleagues  in  faflion  in  England,  with  a 
thoufand  other  literary  performances,  all  tend- 
ing to  lead  the  people  into  a rebellious  oppo- 
fition  to  Government.  Every  meafure  that  art 
and  fraud  could  fugged,  as  necelfary  to  de- 
lude the  people  into  arms,  was  indudrioudy 
purfued.  All  the  Gunfmiths  were  employed  in 
the  manufafluring  of  mufquets ; warlike  dores 
of  every  kind  were  fent  for  to  foreign  countries ; 
the  militia  in  New  England  became  embodied, 
in  purfuance  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Suffolk  refolve,  and  magazines  of  warlike  dores 
were  laid  up  to  be  ready  for  their  ufe.  To 
feize  one  of  thefe  magazines  General  Gage  fent 
out  a party,  which  was  attacked  by  the  militia 
at  Lexington. 

On  the  ioth  of  May  the  fecond  Congrefs 
met,  and  a circular  letter  from  the  American 
agents,  calculated  to  perfuade  the  Colonids 
that  no  relief  was  to  be  obtained  from  Govern- 
ment, was  laid  before  them.  On  the  fame 
day  the  Bodon  delegates  delivered  a letter 
from  the  Provincial  Congrefs  of  their  Colony, 
informing,  that  they  had  refolved  to  raiie  an 
army  of  13,600  men,  and  to  borrow  ioo,oco 
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pounds  towards  their  fupport ; and  that  they 
had  made  propofals  to  the  Congrefs  of  New- 
Hampfhire,  Rhode-Ifland,  and  Connecticut,  for 
furnifhing  men  in  the  fame  proportion.  On 
the  1 6th,  advice  was  received  by  the  Prefident, 
that  a detachment  from  the  Maffachuffett’s  and 
Connecticut  militia  had  taken  his  Majefty’s 
fort  at  Ticonderoga. 

While  thefe  matters  were  before  them,  the 
refolution  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  of  Fe- 
bruary 20th,  1775,  transmitted  to  Governor 
Franklin,  and  by  him  laid  before  the  affembly 
of  New-Jerfey,  was  by  that  affembly  Submitted 
to  their  consideration.  This  refolution  was 
made  upon  the  ground  the  Americans  had 
taken.  They  had  repeatedly  confeffed  that  a 
grant  of  their  reafonablc  proportion  of  aids  was 
their  indifpenfable  duty  •,  their  affemblies  had 
been  repeatedly  called  upon  for  that  purpofe  ; 
their  grants  had  been  untimely,  partial,  and  un- 
juft ; and  Some,  when  called  on,  in  times  of  the 
greateft  danger,  either  neglected  or  refufed  a 
compliance  with  the  requisition.  They  had 
moreover  denied  the  authority  of  Parliament, 
and  refufed  to  be  reprefented  in  it.  Upon  this 
ground.  Parliament  could  offer  nothing  more  li- 
beral towards  the  Colonies  than  this  proposition. 

The  proposition  amounts  to  this : The  Colo- 
nies have  declared  that  they  are  willing  to  grant 
their  reafonable  proportion  of  aids  for  the  common 
defence,  and  to  provide  for  their  refpeftive  civil 
ejtablifhments  •,  now  if  the  Colonies  will  propofe 
to  do  this  by  their  feveral  legijlatures , and  if  fuch 
propcfal  Jhall  appear  to  be  juft , and  be  approved 
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of  by  his  MajeJly , and  the  two  Honfss  of  Parlia- 
ment, fo  long  as  fuch  propofals  pall  be  carried 
into  effeff,  Parliament  pall  forbear,  in  refpefl  to 
the  Colony  complying,  to  levy  any  duty,  tax,  or 
afj'ePment,  except  only  the  duties  necepary  for  the 
regulation  of  commerce  ; and  even  the  nett  proceeds 
of  thefe  duties  pall  be  carried  to  the  account  of 
the  Colony  complying  with  the  propofal.  In  tins 
proportion,  what  was  it  that  Parliament  re- 
ferved  ? They  gave  up  the  mode  of  railing  and 
levying  the  taxes,  to  the  colonial  affemblies  : 
and  to  remove  all  poffibility  of  inducement  in 
Parliament  to  draw  a revenue. from  them  under 
the  pretence  of  regulating  their  commerce, 
they  declare  that  the  revenue  thus  raifed,  fhall 
be  carried  to  the  credit  of  their  national  aids. 
The  only  power  referved  is  lefs  than  was  ever 
before  referved  by  the  fupreme  authority  of  any 
State  whatever ; and  it  is  no  more,  when  can- 
didly examined,  and  ftripped  of  the  falfe  colours 
with  which  the  Congrefs  has  bedaubed  it,  than  a 
right  to  compel  a Colony  to  do  juftice  to  the 
community  of  which  it  is  a member ; and  that 
not  before  it  has  given  proof  of  its  dilobedience 
and  non-compliance  with  its  firftand  moltimport- 
ant  duty.  Such  a power  all  men  mud;  acknow- 
ledge is  efiential  to  their  fubordination,  to  their 
union,  to  their  protection  and  fafety.  It  mult 
therefore  be  lodged  fomewhere.  And  where 
could  it  be  more  properly,  or  more  fafely  placed^ 
than  in  the  fupreme  authority  of  the  State  ? 

Now  if  the  Colonies  are  members  of  the 
Britilh  State— if  they  will  not  be  reprefented  in 
Parliament — if  they  have  no  fupremacy  among 
themfelyes  to  afcertain  their  proportion  of  aids, 
O or 
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or  to  compel  them  to  make  their  reafonabie 
contributions,  which  are  all  fads  acknowledged 
by  themfelves  and  if  they  have  not  propofed, 
or  alked,  for  the  eftablifhment  of  any  means  by 
which  the  State  may  have  a fecurity,  that  they 
will,  when  their  own  fafety  and  that  of  the 
nation  are  in  danger,  perform  their  reafonabie 
duty,  was  Parliament  to  continue  to  proted 
them  with  the  monies  levied  on  the  people  of 
Great-Britain,  and  to  give  up  all  power  of 
compelling  them  to  grant  their  reafonabie  pro- 
portions ? If  they  intended  that  the  Britifh  Par* 
liament  fhould  have  any  authority  over  them  at 
all,  what  lefs  could  it  retain?  if  they  did  not 
approve  of  this  propofition,  and  did  not  mean 
to  be  abfolutely  independent,  why  did  they  net 
propole  the  means  by  which  they  might  be 
dependent,  agreeable  to  the  ccnftirution  they  fo 
much  admired  ? If  they  had  any  other  union  of 
the  two  countries,  more  conftitutional,  in  view, 
why  did  they  not  petition  for  it  ? Their  induc- 
tions ordered  them  to  do  fo  — it  was  the  earned: 
wiQi  of  the  generality  of  their  conftituents. 
"Why  then  did  they  not  comply  with  thofe  in- 
ductions, if  they  difliked  the  propofition  ? I call 
upon  the  factions  on  both  fides  of  the  Atlantic-, 
the  voice  of  reafon  and  juftice  unites  with  me  in 
the  call,  to  allign  any  other  reafon  why  they 
neither  made  this  propofition  a ground  of  ac- 
commodation, nor  propofed  to  Parliament  any 
other,  but  that  they  were  determined,  through 
all  the  horrors  attendant  on  rebellion,  to  elta- 
blifh  their  independence. 

Refolved  to  avoid  every  path  to  a recon- 
ciliation with  Great-Britain,  becaufe  inconfutent 
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with  their  views  of  independence,  they  rejected 
this  propofition  as  “ unreafonable  and  infidious,” 
and  proceeded  with  the  utmoft  induftry  in  their 
military  preparations.  Were  I to  give  a minute 
relation  of  them,  it  would  be  attended  with  a 
prolixity  which  no  entertainment  to  be  de- 
rived from  them  could  compenfate.  I fhall 
therefore  only  mention  in  general,  the  principal 
meafures  which  they  thought  necedary  to  be 
eftabliffied,  before  they  could  fafely  declare 
their  long  meditated  independence.  They  ap- 
pointed a committee  to  provide  magazines  of 
ammunition  and  military  (lores.  They  abolifhed 
the  general  pod-office  eftabliffied  by  adl  of  Par- 
liament, and  indituted  another.  They  declared 
the  offices  of  Governor  and  Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor of  Madachuffett’s  vacant,  and  recommended 
to  the  people  of  that  Province  to  inditute  a new 
Government.  They  refolved  to  raife  a regular  ar- 
my. They  appointed  the  commander  in  chief,  and 
other  officers,  and  ordered  the  iduing  2,000,000 
of  dollars  to  defray  the  expence  of  their  military 
oppofition.  Upon  receiving  an  account  that 
the  people  of  NorthCarolina  were  very  generally 
difaffefled  to  their  meafures,  they  directed  a 
thoufand  men  to  be  raifed  to  fubdue  the  fpirit  of 
oppofition  in  that  Province  ; and  they  ordered 
the  militia  of  the  feveral  Colonies  to  be  em- 
bodied. 

Having  thus,  with  great  fuccefs,  brought 
their  fcheme  to  a confiderable  degree  of  ma- 
turity, all  the  difaffe<5ted  to  their  meafures  being 
difarmed,  and  a confiderable  military  force 
under  their  command  in  the  deld,  they  pro- 
ceeded to  make  a formal  declaration  of  war 
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againft  their  Sovereign  and  his  Parliament,  anef 
to  write  another  feditious  letter  to  the  people  of 
Great  Britain,  to  amufe  or  delude  them  into  rebel- 
lion. Thele  meafures  were  of  too  much  importance 
not  to  be  communicated  immediately  to  their 
faithful  allies  in  Britain.  A letter  was  therefore 
lent  to  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Livery 
of  London,  paying  them  the  “ juft  tribute  of 

gratitude  and  thanks  for  the  virtuous  and 
“ unsolicited  refentment  they  had  Ihewn  to  the 
“ violated  rights  of  a free  people.”  And  to 
convince  the  Corporation  how  fenfible  the  Con- 
grefs  were  “ of  the  powerful  aid  their  caufe 
f‘  mult  receive  from  l'uch  advocates,”  another 
letter  was  wrote  to  Mr.  Penn,  formerly  Gover- 
nor of  Pen nfy Ivan ia,  who  was  then  coming  to 
England,  and  to  the  Colony  agents,  inclofing 
the  declaration  of  war,  the  feditious  letter  to 
the  people  of  Great-Britain,  and  that  to  the 
Lord  Mayor.  In  this  letter,  the  perfons  to  whom 
it  was  directed  were  defired  to  put  the  declara- 
tion of  war,  and  the  letter  to  the  people  of 
Great-Britain,  “ immediately  to  the  prefs,  and 
“ to  communicate  them  as  univerfally  as  poi- 
“ fible.”  And  they  were  alio  ordered  to  “ give 
“ fuch  intelligence  as  they  might  judge  to  be 
“ of  importance  to  America  in  this  great 
“ conteft*.” 

With  this  letter  another  petition  was  alfo 
fent  to  his  Majefty,  which,  like  thofe  that  had 
preceded  it,  was  truly  an  infult  and  mockery. 
It  was  vague  in  reipedt  to  the  fubjedt  matter, 
falfe  in  refpedt  to  a number  of  fadls,  indecifive 
as  to  American  rights,  and,  though  called 
a petition,  afked  for  nothing.  All  thefe  truths 

* See  Appendix. 
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will  appear  from  a flight  examination  of  ths 
petition itfelf.  Itbegins  in'thefe  words:  “ Weyour 
“ Majefty’s  faithful  fubjefts  of  the  Colonies,” 
&c.  &c.  Now  can  any  man  of  fenfe  and  can- 
dour be  perfuaded  that  thefe  men,  notwith- 
Handing  their  profeffions,  could  pofllbly  be  the 
44  faithful  fubje&s”  of  the  King,  when  they 
denied  their  fubordination  to  the  Parliament,  of 
which  the  King  is  head  and  fupreme  reprefent- 
ative  ? Could  they,  in  the  nature  of  things,  be 
faithful  to  the  reprefentative,  while  they  with- 
held their  obedience  to  the  principal  ? Could 
they  be  faithful  to  the  King,  when  they  had 
taken  up  arms  to  oppofe  the  authority  of  that 
fupremacy  in  which  he  participates,  and  of 
which  he  is  the  fupreme  executive  reprefenta- 
tive ? It  is  an  abfurdity ; a falfity  too  glaring  to 
impofe  on  a vulgar  underftanding. 

In  the  next  paragraph  they  wildly  talk  of  an 
*c  union  between  the  Mother  Country  and  the 
44  Colonies,”  and  in  another  declare,  that  they 
are  moft  44  ardently  deftrous  that  the  former 
44  harmony  between  them  may  be  reftored.” 
But  there  is  not  the  leaft  hint  what  kind  of 
union  they  wilhed  for,  or  by  what  means  that 
harmony  might  be  reftored.  This  they  had 
avoided  in  all  their  petitions,  becaufe  they  knew 
that  Parliament  was  ready  to  meet  any  reafon- 
able  propofal  of  that  nature.  They  could  not 
mean  a legiflative  union,  or  a fubmiflion  to  the 
fame  fupreme  authority,  which  is  the  only  mea- 
fure  ever  yet  invented  to  combine  the  members  of 
the  fame  lociety  together  ; becaufe  this  they  had 
uniformly  denied.  It  muft  therefore  be  a fcede- 
rative  union.  Thus  while  they  profdfed  them- 
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felves  fubjedls,  they  fpoke  in  the  language  of 
allies,  and  were  openly  adting  the  part  of  ene- 
mies ; and  while  in  their  petition  they  declared 
their  fubordination,  by  their  actions  they  proved 
their  defign  to  be  that  of  independence. 

In  their  ufual  ftyle  of  diflimulation  they  pro- 
fefs  “ too  tender  a regard  for  the  kingdom  from 
“ which  they  derive  their  origin,  to  requeft 
“ fuch  a reconciliation  as  might  be  inconfident 
“ with  her  dignity  or  her  welfare.”  What  this 
reconciliation  was,  they  have  alfo  avoided  to 
mention.  But  fo  far  as  it  is  poflible  to  colledl  ic 
from  their  words  and  adttons,  we  know  it  to  be 
an  exclufive  right  of  legiflation  in  their  colonial 
ademblies.  They  had  refufed  to  be  reprefented 
in  the  Britifh  Parliament;  they  had  rejedted  a 
plan  for  eftablifhing  an  American  branch  of  that 
legislature,  in  which  they  would  have  been 
perfedtly  reprefented  •,  they  had  rejected  the  pro- 
portion made  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
leaving  their  colonial  legislatures  in  the  pofieffion 
of  the  right  of  granting  their  contributions  to 
the  national  defence  in  their  own  way.  What 
other  mode  of  reconciliation,  confident  with 
the  “ dignity,  or  welfare  of  the  kingdom,”  was 
now  left  ? There  was  none  which  the 
powers  of  human  reafon  could  devife,  fliort  of 
independence. 

Like  their  former  petitions,  this  was  not  de- 
ficient in  abufe  of  Adminiftration.  Their  con- 
dudl  was  Laid  to  be  replete  with  “ delufive 
“ pretences,  fruitlefs  terrors,  and  unavailing 
“ ieverities  that  they  had  fince  the  lad  war 
adopted  “ a new  fyftem  of  datutes  and  regula- 
« tions”  to  enflave  the  Colonies.  Eut  the 
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novelty  of  this  fyftem  they  had  not,  in  any  of 
their  proceedings,  attempted  to  point  out.  The 
difference  between  the  principles  upon  which  the 
colonial  adminiftration  has  been  managed  fince 
that  period,  from  thofe  on  which  it  had  been 
managed  before,  remains  yet  a fecret  to  all  the 
world  but  the  Congrefs.  Indeed  no  affertion 
can  be  more  groundlefs  and  falfe  ; becaufe  every 
ftatute  and  every  colonial  regulation  fince  that 
time,  is  founded  on  a variety  of  precedents. 
Similar  ftatutes  had  been  paffed  in  former  reigns, 
and  fome  of  them  fo  early  as  the  laft  century, 
and  all  of  them  had  been  cheerfully  fubmitted 
to  by  the  Colonifts,  fo  that  there  was  nothing 
novel  in  their  principles.  But  this  charge  was 
neceffary  to  deceive  the  people  of  both  countries. 
It  was  neceffary  to  raife  fome  phantom  of  in- 
juftice,  to  prevail  on  Britons  to  give  up  rights 
which  were  as  ancient  as  the  fettlement  of  Ame- 
rica, and  which  the  Americans  by  their  conduct 
had  always  acknowledged ; and  it  was  neceffary 
to  induce  the  Americans  to  withdraw  them- 
felves  from  that  allegiance  to  Government, 
from  whence  they  had  derived  their  freedom, 
their  fafety  and  happinefs. 

The  prayer  of  the  petition  was  vague,  nu- 
gatory, and  infidious.  They  defire  his  Majefty 
“ to  point  out  fome  mode,  by  which  the  united 
“ applications  of  his  faithful  Colonifts  to  the 
“ Throne  may  be  improved  into  a happy  and 
sc  permanent  reconciliation.”  That  men  fhould 
fpeak  of  a reconciliation,  who  had  never  taken 
one  ftep  towards  it,  and  who  had  rejedted  the 
means  of  effedting  it  when  offered,  is  remark- 
able. But  what  did  they  mean  by  fome  mode  ? 
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Was  it  poflible  for  his  Majefty,  without  the 
leaft  explanation,  to  divine  what  ideas  they  had 
annexed  to  thefe  words  ? Did  they  mean  the 
appointment  of  perfons  to  hear  their  complaints, 
and  to  redrefs  them  if  juft?  They  knew  that 
the  Parliament  was  the  conftitutional  guardian 
of  the  rights  of  all  the  members  of  the  em- 
pire, and  pofleffed  complete  authority  to  redrefs 
their  injuries,  if  any  fubfifted ; and  therefore 
that  it  was  their  duty,  as  fubjedts,  to  define 
their  rights,  and  to  propofe  to  the  Parliament 
the  means  by  which  they  defired  thofe  rights 
might  be  reftored ; and  this  very  method  had 
been  pointed  out  to  them  by  his  Majefty’s  Se- 
cretary of  State,  as  we  have  feen  in  General 
Conway’s  letter.  Did  they  mean  that  his  Ma- 
jefty Ihould  penetrate  into  their  defires,  which 
they  had  artfully  concealed  ? This  was  impof- 
fible.  Did  they  mean  that  he  fhould  make  fome 
propofal,  by  which  they  might  be  enabled  to 
grant  their  own  aids,  and  be  relieved  from  par- 
liamentary taxation  ? This  had  been  fully  com- 
plied with,  in  the  refolution  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  •,  and  moreover,  Commiftioners  who 
had  efpoufed  their  caufe,  and  were  friendly  to 
their  meafures,  were  lent  over  to  confer  on 
thefe  and  all  other  matters,  and  to  make  and 
receive  propofals.  But  even  with  thefe  they  re- 
filled to  negociate  in  the  character  of  lubje&s. 
They  would  not  even  confer  but  in  their  illegal, 
independent,  and  congreflional  capacity,  in- 
fidioufly  hoping  to  draw  from  the  Commifiioners 
a conceffion  of  the  legality  and  independence  of 
their  conftitutions,  the  want  of  which  had 
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hitherto  prevented  the  enemies  of  Britain  from 
entering  into  an  alliance  with  them. 

Much  clamour,  ill-founded  and  unjuft,  has 
been  made  by  the  abettors  of  the  American 
rebellion  againft  his  Majefty’s  Minifters,  for 
not  attending  to  this  knd  other  petitions  equally 
nugatory,  unmeaning,  and  affronting  to  the 
fupreme  authority  of  the  State.  I call  this  cla- 
mour ill-founded  and  unjuft,  becaufe  the  very 
fadion  who  made  it  know,  that  in  confequence 
of  the  former  petitions,  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
divefting  itfelf  of  all  refentment  at  the  indignity- 
offered  to  the  fupreme  authority  of  the  State, 
by  a denial  of  that  authority,  and  a refufal  to 
participate  in  it,  the  greateft  it  could  poflibly 
receive  from  its  fubjeds,  condefcended  to  pro- 
pcfe  a plan  which  avoided  thele  objections,  was 
reafonable  and  juft,  and  would  have  been  adopt- 
ed as  a fufficient  ground  of  negotiation  at  leaft, 
by  men  who  were  not  refolved  on  independence  *, 
and  that,  in  purfuance  of  the  lafc  petition,  Com- 
miftioners  were  fent  over  with  more  enlarged 
powers,  to  negociate,  and  to  know  their  as  yet 
untold  and  latent  defires.  And  they  alfo  know, 
that  the  propofition  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
made  with  the  belt  intentions,  and  founded  in 
the  ftrideft  juftice,  was  loaded  with  the  oppro- 
brious terms tf  unreafonabie  and  infidious  j”  and 
declared  that  it  “ was  held  up  to  the  world  to 
4‘  deceive  f’  and  that  the  fublequent  commiftlon 
in  the  hands  of  their  own  friends  was  treated 
with  equal  infult  and  negled.  The  authors  of 
this  ill-founded  abufe  upon  Government,  appear 
to  have  loft  all  fenie  ot  the  practice  and  relative 
duties  of  fubjeds.  If  the  American  rights 
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were  infringed,  it  was  moft  certainly  their  duty 
as  fubjeds  to  define  thofe  rights,  and  to  pro- 
pofe  a remedy  by  which  they  might  be  reftored. 
This  was  done  by  their  fellow-fubjeds  in  Wales, 
Chefter  and  Durham  j it  is  done  almoft  in  every 
petition  prefented  to  Parliament  for  rcdrefs. 
Why  then  has  it  not  been  done  by  the  American 
faction,  if  they  were  fincere  in  their  profeffions, 
and  defirous  of  an  union  with  this  country  ? 
Why  has  their  whole  condud,  from  the  begin- 
ning of  the  difpute,  been  dark,  indecifive, 
hypocritical  and  infidious  ? 

From  this  view  of  the  fads  it  mull  appear 
evident,  that  there  has  been  great,  and  indeed 
too  much,  condefcenfion  on  the  part  of  the  State 
towards  its  fubjeds ; that  it  has  made  advances 
towards  a reconciliation  as  far  as  it  poffibly 
could,  without  giving  up  its  effential  rights,  the 
rights  of  the  people  of  Great-Britain,  and  dis- 
charging the  Americans  from  all  fubordination  ; 
that  from  a lenity  of  difpofition,  and  a defire  to 
avoid  the  effufion  of  blood,  they  have  over- 
looked, for  a long  time,  infults  greater  in  their 
nature  than  any  which  they  would  have  received, 
without  refentment,  from  any  fovereign  power 
whatever  ; while  the  Americans,  relinquifhing 
the  charaders  of  fubjeds,  and  laying  afide  all 
decency  of  language,  have  retted  their  preten- 
fions  on  principles  which,  when  candidly  exa- 
mined, clearly  .amount  to  a claim  of  abfolute 
independence. 

The  Congrefs  and  their  adherents,  having 
difpatched  the  petition,  proceeded  in  their  mi- 
litary preparations  with  greater  vigour,  and 
more  fyftem.  The  Provincial  CongrefTes,  Con- 
ventions, 
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mentions,  and  Committees,  became  the  execu- 
tive authorities  under  them.  Thefe  made  daily 
advances  in  fetting  afide  the  eftabliilhed  Govern- 
ments, and  in  a fhort  time  affumed  all  their 
powers.  Additions  were  made  to  their  army. 
The  republicans  were  embodied  in  arms,  the 
loyalifts  were  difarmed,  and  all  the  military 
ftores  and  ammunition  in  America  were  col- 
ie£ted  in  their  magazines.  Having  taken  his 
Majefty’s  fort  at  Ticonderoga,  they  invaded 
Canada,  and  befieged  the  Britilh  army  in 
Bolton. 

Such  was  the  general  Hate  of  their  affairs, 
when  Congrefs  received  advice  that  Britilh 
Commiffioners  were  on  their  paffage  to  Ame- 
rica, empowered  to  offer  to  the  Colonies  terms 
of  accommodation,  and  attended  by  a formi- 
dable military  and  naval  force.  They  knew 
that  a very  great  majority  of  the  Colon i Its  were 
attached  to  the  Britilh  Government,  and,  though 
difarmed,  would  be  ready  to  fupport  the  Com- 
miffioners as  far  as  it  was  poffible,  in  every 
reafonable  propofal  they  lhould  make.  They 
faw  the  impoffibility  of  obtaining  their  ultimate 
aim  without  foreign  affiltance,  and  that  affilt- 
ance  they  could  not  obtain  even  from  the  com- 
mon and  inveterate  enemy  of  Britain,  while  they 
remained  under  the  charadter  of  its  fubjedts. 

The  neceffity  of  their  affairs  now  compelled 
them  to  throw  off  the  mafk.  That  defign 
which  they  had  difguifed  under  the  moll  folemn 
profeffions  of  loyalty,  and  of  the  moft  ardent 
defire  to  be  united  with  Great-Britain  on  con- 
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folemnly  avowed.  To  effect  this  in  Congrefs, 
much  cabal  and  intrigue  was  neceffary.  Many 
of  the  members,  recollecting  their  inllruftions, 
knew  the  fentiments  of  the  people  in  general, 
and  befides  faw  the  ruin  and  horrors  of  a mea- 
fure  fo  bold  and  dangerous.  Their  cabals  con- 
tinued near  a month-,  the  republican  faction 
met  with  much  eppofition,  and  for  a time,  de- 
fpaired  of  fuccefs ; at  length,  however,  having 
made  feme  profelytes  to  their  opinion,  they 
refolved  to  rifque  the  vote  of  Independence. 
And  yet  after  all  the  arts  of  intrigue  had  been 
fo  long  effayed,  the  queftion  was  put,  and  the 
Colonies  were  equally  divided.  But  upon  the 
next  day  the  quelfion  being  again  refumed,  con- 
trary to  their  own  rules,  Mr.  Dickinfon,  a gen- 
tleman naturally  timid  and  variable  in  his  prin- 
ciples, retraced  his  opinion,  and  gave  the  calling 
vote.  Thus  did  this  great  event,  which  was  to 
fupport  a dangerous  and  feditious  fadlion  in  the 
heart  of  the  Mother  Country,  and  to  involve 
it  in  a war  with  two  powerful  nations,  depend 
on  the  vote  of  an  individual  member  of  its  own 
community. 

The  vote  of  Independence  was  foon  followed 
by  another,  recommending  to  the  people  to  abolifh 
the  old,  and  to  inflitute  new  forms  of  Govern- 
ment. This  meafure  was  eagerly  adopted  by 
their  adherents,  who  had  now  all  power  in  their 
own  hands.  They  were  combined  in  Con- 
greffes,  Conventions,  and  Committees.  They 
were  arrayed  in  arms  by  voluntary  affociations, 
and  there  was  moreover  a regular  armed  force 
im jjjij r the  Congrefs  to  fupport  them  ; while  the 
loyaiifts,  and  friends  to  the  Britifh  conilitu- 
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tion,  were  without  ahead,  and  without  weapons. 
Thefe  had  been  long  fince  difarmed.  The  Go- 
vernors of  all  the  royal  Colonies  had  been  driven 
from  their  governments,  while  thofe  of  Penn- 
fylvania,  Rhode-Ifland,  and  Connecticut,  were 
permitted  to  remain  unmolested,  and  in  office. 
The  King’s  Governors  had  given  oppofition  to 
their  meafures,  v/hile  the  others  (excepting  the 
Governor  of  Maryland)  either  had  not  dis- 
approved of,  or  had  openly  abetted  them.  The 
Proprietary  Governor  of  Pennfylvania,  if  he  did 
not  abet,  did  not,  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Sedition,  difcover  the  lead:  disapprobation  of 
their  conduit.  His  friends,  his  magistrates,  and 
all  the  officers  of  his  own  appointment,  not 
ten  in  the  whole  Colony  excepted,  were  leaders 
in  the  oppofition.  In  the  two  Charter  Govern- 
ments of  Rhode-Ifland  and  Connecticut,  the 
Governors  were  the  creatures  of  the  faction, 
and  at  the  head  of  their  meafures.  All  obstacles 
being  thus  removed,  they  were  not  long  in 
establishing  their  new  States,  in  which  they  ex- 
cluded every  trace  of  the  powers  of  royalty  an<f 
ariftocracy. 

The  time  was  nowcome  when  the  independent 
faition,  having  obtained  by  their  arts  fufficient 
power,  were  not  afraid  to  acknowledge  that  they 
had  deceived  the  people  from  the  beginning  of 
their  oppofition  to  Government ; and  that  not- 
withstanding all  their  folemn  profeffions  to  the 
contrary,  they  ever  had  independence  in  their 
view.  Samuel  Adams,  the  great  diredtor  of 
their  councils,  and  the  molt  cautious,  artful,  and 
referved  man  among  them,  did  not  hefitate,  as 
foon  as  the  vote  of  Independence  had  paSTed,  to 
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declare  in  all  companies,  that <c  he  had  laboured 
“ upwards  of  twenty  years  to  accomplifh  the 
cc  meafnre  that  during  that  time  he  had  car- 
tc  ried  his  art  and  induftry  fo  far,  as  to  fearch 
after  every  riling  genius  in  the  New  England 
“ feminaries,  and  employed  his  utmoft  abilities 
6C  to  fix  in  their  minds  the  principles  of  Ame- 
s' rican  Independence,  and  that  he  rejoiced  he 
had  now  accomplifhed  the  meafure.” 

We  have  now  before  us  a brief  view  cf  the 
principles  of  the  American  rebellion-,  and  we 
ifind  that  it  has  rifen  from  the  fame  fource,  and 
been  conducted  by  the  fame  fpirit  with  that 
•which  effected  the  deftruction  of  the  Englifh 
Government  in  the  laft  century.  The  leaders 
in  both  fet  out  with  a pretence  of  afferting  the 
liberties  of  the  people.  Profefiions  of  the  moll 
jealous  loyalty  and  firmed  attachment  to  the 
eftablifned  Government,  were  the  veils  under 
which,  for  a time,  they  concealed  their  fed ition. 
The  fame  arts  and  hypocritical  falfehoods,  with 
the  fame  kind  of  illegal  and  tumultuous 
violence,  were  employed  by  both.  Fadious 
conventions,  committees  and  mobs,  were  the 
inftruments  by  which  they  carried  their  treafon- 
able  practices  into  execution.  If  the  pulpits  of 
the  fe&aries  in  England  in  the  year  1641,  re- 
founded  with  fedition,  the  pulpits  of  the  Con- 
gregational Independents  and  Prefbyterians, 
from  Neva  Scotia  to  Georgia,  rung  with  the 
fame  flagitious  dodrines.  Upon  a faithful  en- 
quiry it  was  found,  that  in  the  four  New  Eng- 
land" Provinces,  there  were  only  twelve  among 
five  hundred  and  fifty  dilfenting  minifters,  and 
in  all  the  other  Colonies  a flill  lets  number,  who 
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declined  the  rebellious  talk.  If  the  oppofuiori 
to  the  rebellion  in  England  was  compofed 
chiefly  of  the  members  of  the  eftablifhed  Church, 
the  fame  people,  with  the  Quakers,  Methodifts, 
&c.  as  foon  as  their  icheme  of  Independence 
was  known,  formed  the  oppofition  in  America. 
And  if  the  abolition  of  the  monarchical  and 
ariftocratical  parts  of  the  conftitution  was  the 
great  objed  of  the  independents  in  Britain,  all 
the  circumftances  attending  the  American  re- 
bellion added  to  the  event,  prove  inconteftibly, 
that  the  American  republicans  had  the  fame 
defign  from  the  beginning  conftantly  in  their 
view. 

The  parallel  between  thefe  rebellions  might 
be  carried  yet  further,  but  enough  has  been  laid 
to  place  the  motives  and  defigns  of  the  American 
Infurgents  in  their  true  light.  If  indeed  there  was 
any  difference  between  them,  it  has  confided  in 
the  different  conduct  of  the  Princes,  in  whofe 
reigns  they  have  refpedively  happened,  towards 
the  infurgents.  In  the  reign  of  Charles  the 
Firft,  it  muff  be  acknowledged  that  there  were 
grievances  which  afforded  a plaufible  pretext 
for  oppofition,  though  they  could  not  juftify 
the  extent  to  which  it  was  carried.  Among 
thefe  may  be  reckoned  the  frequent  diffolutions 
of  Parliament,  the  raifingof  money  without  the 
affent  of  Parliament,  the  proceedings  againft 
fome  of  its  members,  and  a variety  of  other 
tranfadions  which  did  not  confift  with  the  free- 
dom of  the  Britifh  conftitution.  But  in  the 
prefent  reign  there  has  been  no  one  ad  which 
has  had  the  leaft  tendency,  or  which  has  difco- 
vered  the'  leaft  wifh  in  the  Prince  or  his  Minifters 
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to  injure  the  conftitution  of  the  Britiffi  Govern- 
ment, or  to  opprefs  the  infurgents ; but  on  the 
contrary,  there  have  been  the  ftrongeft  proofs  of 
a defire  to  preferve  the  conftitution  pure  and 
inviolate.  It  has  been  a reign  of  the  moll  ample 
protection,  without  one  aft  of  oppreftion  or  in- 
juftice. 

Having  thus  traced  the  American  rebellion 
from  its  original  fource  to  the  declaration  of  In- 
dependence, I fhall  conclude  thefe  refieftions  with 
fome  general  obfervations,  which  naturally  arife 
out  of  the  fubjeft. 

I know  it  is  the  opinion  of  fome  men,  that 
Colonies  cannot  be  long  kept  in  fubordination 
to  the  Parent  State.  That,  like  individuals  in 
the  different  ftages  of  life,  they  will  in  their 
youth  be  fubordinate ; but  as  loon  as  they  are 
arrived  at  ftrength  and  maturity,  they  will  na- 
turally become  difcontented,  and  throw  off 
their  connexion  with  their  Parent  State.  This 
opinion  I have  ever  thought  ill-founded. 
It  is  not  fupported  by  any  i.nftances  to  be 
found  in  ancient  or  modern  hiftory.  The 
revolt  of  Colonies  has  ever  been  occafioned 
by  other  caufes.  The  Colonies  of  Rome  were 
opprefted;  they  were  compelled  to  pay  exceffive 
tributes.  Thefe  were  levied  by  their'  Governors 
appointed  at  Rome.  They  furnifhed  armies 
for  the  proteftion  of  the  city,  confifting  of 
double  the  numbers  fupplied  by  Rome  itlelf : 
and  yet  they  did  not  participate  in  the  rights  of 
Roman  citizens.  They  were  neither  enrolled  in 
their  legions,  nor  could  vote  in  their  Comitia ; 
they  were  deprived  of  any  poflibility  of  lharing 
in  the  emoluments,  honours,  or  dignities  of  office 
they  were  not  even  treated  as  members  of  the 
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State,  but  as  flaves  •,  and  although  they  had 
often  lolicited  the  fenate  to  give  them  the 
rights  of  citizens,  the  pride,  the  folly  of  the 
fenate  rejected  their  fupplications,  and  therefore 
they  revolted. 

The  great  miftake  of  Rome  in  the  govern- 
ment of  their  Colonies  and  Provinces,  was  found 
ed  in  the  arrogance  of  power.  Rome  fent  out 
colonies,  becaufe  the  principal  territory  was  too 
full  of  inhabitants.  She  fele&ed  for  this  pur- 
pofe  the  loweft  and  the  meaneit  of  the  people. 
Thefe,  and  thofe  whom  her  arms  had  lately  con- 
quered, her  pride  confidered  as  an  inferior 
clafs  of  mortals,  not  intitled  to  the  rights  of  hu- 
manity. They  were  therefore  indulged  with 
few  privileges.  The  State  never  confidered  that 
in  time,  by  cultivating  the  fame  arts,  and  by 
their  fuperior  induftry,  which  the  fituation  they 
were  placed  in  tended  to  promote,  they  would 
become  equally  improved  in  knowledge,  and 
poiTefled  of  equal,  if  not  fuperior  power  ; and 
that  when  this  fhould  happen,  they  would  na- 
turally perceive  and*refent  the  illiberal  and 
odious  diftin&ions  made  between  them  and  the 
other  members  of  the  State.  To  this  folly  the 
revolt  of  the  Roman  Colonies  can  only  be  juftly 
attributed. 

Theievoltof  the  Britilh  Colonies  has  arifen, 
as  we  have  feen,  from  oppofite  caufes.  It  is  not 
uncommon  for  contrary  extremes  to  produce  the 
fame  effedls.  If  the  Romans  gave  lefs  freedom 
to  the  colonift  than  the  citizen  enjoyed  at  Rome, 
Britons  gave  more  liberty  to  the  Americans 
than  the  fubjedl  enjoyed  in  Britain.  Inftead  of 
giving  them  the  fame  privileges,  and  fubjedling 
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them  to  the  fame  powers  to  which  the  fubjedfs 
in  Britain  were  fubordinate,  they  gave  them 
rights  which,  if  they  did  not  amount  to  inde- 
pendence itfelf,  approached  as  near  as  poflible 
to  it.  Inftead  of  enflaving  them,  they  gave  them 
more  freedom  than  was  confident  with  true  civil 
liberty. 

Let  us  fuppofe  that  Rome  or  Britain  had 
wifely  eftablilhed  in  their  refpective  Colonies  or 
Provinces,  as  foon  as  they  were  fettled  or  con- 
quered, fyftems  fimilar  in  eflential  polity  to 
thofe  of  the  State,  and  had  incorporated  thole 
fyftems  with  the  State  itfelf;  and  that  they  had 
been  governed  by  the  fame  general  laws  and 
cuftoms,  and  fuftered  to  enjoy  the  fame  degree 
of  liberty,  excluding  all  diftin&ions  between 
the  citizen  and  the  colonift-,  is  there  any  perfon, 
acquainted  with  the  influence  and  effedts  which 
civil  polity  ever  had  on  the  condudt  of  men, 
who  can  believe  that  either  revolt  would  have 
happened  ? It  does  not  confift  with  reafon,  and 
Hands  contradifted  by  all  experience. 

The  condudtof  the  Roman  Colonies  towards 
the  State  after  their  union  with  it,  is  a proof  of 
this  truth.  For  although  their  incorporation 
was  rather  partial  than  perfect;  although  inftead 
of  being  united  to  the  old,  they  were  formed 
into  a few  new  tribes,  and  were  only  admitted 
to  vote  laft  in  order,  lo  that  they  feldom  had  an 
opportunity  of  exerciflng  their  rights ; yet  ever 
after  they  fupplied  their  proportions  of  men  in 
the  Roman  armies,  and  their  proportion  of  aids 
in  the  public  treafury  ; they  fought  her  battles, 
and  remained  faithful  to  the  State  until  they 
were  fevered  from  it  by  foreign  violence,  and 
6 the 
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the  empire  ltfeif,  enfeeb'ed  by  the  immenfe 
wealth  and  univerfal  luxury  and  diffipationof  its 
people,  was  over-run  by  barbarous  nations. 

But  we  need  not  travel  into  ancient  hiftory 
to  fupport  this  truth.  The  inftance  of  Scot- 
land is  within  our  memory.  The  extenfion  of 
the  Britifh  fyftem  of  government  to  that  country 
we  have  feen  continually  operating  on  the  man- 
ners and  affections  of  the  people;  lupprefllng 
their  former  diflike,  and  changing  their  averfion 
into  a fixed  affection  for  the  State  in  fo  remark- 
able a manner,  that  from  the  moft  difaffedted 
of  Britifh  fubjedts,  they  are  become  the  moft 
faithful,  and  in  all  probability  will  be  the  firmed: 
friends  to  that  conftitution  of  which  they  have 
fo  lately  been  made  partakers,  when  it  fhall  (land 
in  the  moft  need  of  fupport. 

If  thefe  obfervations  are  juft,  there  can  be  no 
reafon  to  doubt  but  that  the  Colonies,  fhould 
they  be  reduced,  may,  by  proper  meafures,  be 
fecured  in  their  obedience  to  the  Britifh  State  for 
a^es  to  come.  The  caufes  of  the  revolt  being 
perfedlly  ascertained,  the  political  phyfician 
cannot  be  at  a lofs  for  the  proper  remedy,  nor 
defpair  of  a cure.  Upon  looking  into  the  ftate 
of  the  patient,  he  will  find  every  Symptom  in  his 
favour.  The  poiion  has  not  Spread  itSelf  through 
the  general  maSs  of  the  people;  the  difaffedtion 
is  confined  to  two  fedts  of  diffenters ; while  the 
people  of  the  Eftablifhed  Churh,  Methodifts, 
Lutherans,  German  Calvinifis,  Quakers,  Meno* 
nifts,  &c.  are  warmly  atcached  to  the  Britifh 
Government,  and  ready  to  embrace  any  reason- 
able terms  which  fhall  remove  the  conftitutional 
defedt  in  the  authority  of  Parliament,  the  in- 
Q^2  ability 
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ability  of  the  Colonies,  and  the  caufes  of  future 
revolt.  In  fhort,  the  Colonies  at  this  moment 
are  in  that  very  difpofition  in  which  Charles  II. 
found  the  people  of  Britain  at  the  time  of  his 
reftoration.  They  have  feen  the  arts  and  frauds 
of  their  leaders,  and  are  daily  fuffering  under 
their  treachery  and  tyranny;  their  country  has 
been  drained  of  its  labourers,  and  remains  un- 
cultivated ; their  commerce  is  ruined,  and  every 
necdlary  of  life  is  extravagantly  dear,  and  but 
few  to  be  obtained ; and  to  increafe  this  part  of 
their  diftrefs,  the  little  property  remaining  is 
daily  feized,  and  nothing  returned  for  it  but 
money  of  no  value,  infomuch  that  they  have 
wafted  upwards  of  40,000,000/.  fterling  in 
forging  their  own  chains.  Laws  the  moft  unjuft, 
opprefiive,  and  fanguinary,  have  been  made  for 
their  government.  Children  have  been  driven 
from  their  parents,  and  hufbands  from  their 
wives,  into  the  field,  to  fupport  the  tyranny  of 
their  rulers ; and  more  than  one  fifth  part  of 
their  white  inhabitants  who  were  capable  of  bear- 
ing arms,  have  already  perilhed  in  a war,  unjuft 
and  unnatural.  Difarmed,  ruined,  and  incapable 
of  afiifting  themfelves,  they  are  looking  up  to 
Great  Britain  with  impatience  for  deliverance 
from  yet  more  grievous  misfortunes.  In  this 
fituation,  no  man  of  refieblion  can  doubt  but 
that  thefe  unhappy  people  are  ready  to  accept 
any  juft  propofitions  for  removing  their  diftrefs, 
and  giving  them  future  fafety ; nor  is  itpoftible 
not  to  fee,  that  this  is  the  critical  moment  which 
Government  ought  to  embrace  for  eftablifhing 
that  fyftem  of  polity  in  the  Colonies  which  will 
hereafter  fecure  them  to  Great-Britain. 
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This  difpofition  in  the  Americans,  Govern- 
ment will  cerrainly  meet  with  propofitions  which 
fhall  give  them  reafonable  liberty,  and  more 
firmly  unite  them  to  Great-Britain. 

In  order  to  efiedl  thefe  great  purpofes,  tem- 
porary expedients,  fo  often  tried  and  fo  often 
ineffe&ua),  muft  be  avoided.  Thefe  kinds  of 
remedies  are  unworthy  of  wifdom  ; they  have 
never  yet  failed  to  produce  greater  difficulties 
than  they  were  intended  to  remove.  The  remedy 
ffiould  be  fuch  as  to  meet  the  difeafe,  and  to 
eradicate  its  caufes.  If  it  does  not  do  this,  it 
effe&s  nothing,  or  fomething  worfe  than  no- 
thing ; it  leaves  the  diforder  to  breakout  again 
at  feme  future  period,  with  redoubled  virulence. 

The  inexpedience  of  the  remedies  hitherto 
applied  will  appear  evident,  if  an  individual 
may  prefume  to  canvafs  the  refolutions  of  the 
State.  I he  matters  in  difpute  between  the  two 
countries  lie  in  a very  narrow  compafs.  They 
may  be  all  reduced  to  one  great  object,  viz. 
The  right  of  the  fupreme  authority  of  the  State 
ever  the  Colonies.  The  ftatefman  in  Britain  con- 
tends, and  julfly  contends,  for  the  necejfity  of 
a fupreme  authority  over  every  part  and  member 
of  the  empire.  In  this  he  is  fupported  by 
all  precedents,  by  every  known  fyftem  of  polity, 
by  the  reafon  and  nature  of  civil  fociety,  and  by 
the  concurrent  authority  of  all  writers  on  Go- 
vernment. On  the  contrary,  the  Americans 
afierr,  that  by  the  conftitution  of  the  Englifli 
Government,  fettled  and  confirmed  by  the  great 
Charter  of  Rights,  it  is  elfential  to  the  freedom 
of  America,  that  its  landed  intereft  or  free- 
holders fhouid  be  reprefented  in  the  great 
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Councils,  which  make  the  laws  by  which  their 
properties , their  liberties , and  their  lives  are  to  be 
affebied  ; and  that  without  this  the  Britifh  Go- 
vernment is  certainly  despotic  over  them.  Now 
thele  proportions  are  both  true;  and  while  the 
parties  reft  on  them,  it  is  impofiible  that  an 
union,  on  principles  of  genuine  policy,  fhould 
ever  take  place.  They  are  fo  repugnant,  that 
they  cannot  be  reconciled  of  themfelves,  without 
jfome  intermediate  propofition  which  Jhall  include 
the  affirmative  of  both — or  which  fhall  leave  the 
parliamentary  authority  fupreme  over  the  Colo- 
nies, and  at  the  fame  time  give  the  Colonies  a 
reprefentation. 

None  of  the  meafures  prcpofed  by  Great- 
Britain  to  the  Colonies  have  tended  to  thefe 
purpofes.  The  propofition  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  in  the  year  1776,  did  neither  give  up 
the  authority  of  Parliament,  nor  conftitutionally 
modify  it,  but  ultimately  retained  it  on  thofe 
very  principles  on  which  the  Americans  had 
denied  it.  The  Colonies  were  left  in  the  pof- 
feftion  of  the  right  which  they  had  exercifed  be- 
fore, of  granting  aids  to  the  Crown  ; but  if 
thofe  aids  were  not  approved  by  Parliament,  its 
right  to  tax  them,  though  not  reprefented,  re- 
mained in  full  force.  Behdes,  this  propofition 
related  only  to  the  right  of  taxing  the  Colonies, 
but  the  denial  of  the  authority  of  Parliament 
regarded  all  leg-illative  adls  over  them.  Nor 
was  the  political  incompetency  of  the  Colonies, 
arifing  from  their  difunion,  in  any  degree  re- 
moved. Hence,  however  the  propofition  might 
and  ought  to  have  ferved  as  a ground  for  nego- 
tiation. 
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ciation,  it  did  not  meet,  nor  tend  to  remove,  the 
great  object  of  difpute. 

From  one  extreme  Great-Britain,  pufhed  on 
by  a number  of  events  as  unexpected  as  unfor- 
tunate, ran  into  another.  Dii'mayed  at  a feries 
of  ill  fucceffes  in  America*  occafioned  by 
the  mifconduct  of  her  Generals,  and  the  holtile 
declaration  of  France,  and  totally  milinformed, 
by  the  arts  of  the  factions  on  both  fides  of  the 
Atlantic,  in  refpeCt  to  the  defires  of  the  Ameri- 
cans in  general,  the  terms  next  offered,  fo  far 
as  they  were  made  known,  if  they  did  not 
amount  to  abfolute  independence,  were  little 
fhort  of  it.  The  right  of  Parliament  to  tax  the 
Colonies  was  explicitly  given  up.  The  inftruc- 
tions  of  the  Americans  to  their  delegates  in 
Congrefs,  the  repeated  declarations  of  Congrefs 
before,  and  even  at  the  time  of  their  declaring 
their  independence,  to  be  more  firmly  united  on 
conftitutional principles y were  forgot,  and  all  that 
Government  feemed  to  expeCt  was  a foederative 
“ union  of  force"  between  the  two  countries.  If 
Great-Britain  was  too  tenacious  of  the  ancient 
authority  of  Parliament  in  the  firft,  fhe  was  too 
inattentive  to  her  rights  in  the  laft  propofitions. 
If  fhe  fell  fhort  of  the  wifhes  of  the  Colonifts  in 
general  in  the  firft,  fhe  infinitely  furpaffed  them 
in  the  laft;  fo  that  none  of  them  were  agreeable  to 
thepeople  in  general  of  America,  becaufe  they  did 
not  contain  any  ground  upon  which  might  be 
ereded  a confiitutional  union  between  the  two 
countries.  They  did  not  meet  the  allegations 
of  the  parties,  nor  tend  in  any  degree  to  recon- 
cile the  difference. 
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Thefe  proportions  were  not  only  defective, 
but  ill-timed.  If  the  Britifh  councils  had  (hewn 
a determined  firmnefs  to  maintain  the  authority 
of  Parliament  in  the  time  of  the  Stamp  Adt, 
and  had  then  offered  the  refolution  of  the  Houle 
of  Commons,  it  would  in  all  probability  have 
been  made  the  ground  of  negociation.  The 
republican  fadtion  was  not  then  formed,  or  pre- 
pared for  military  oppofition,  and  mull  there- 
fore have  fubmitted  or  treated.  And  had  the 
propofitions  fent  over  by  the  lafl  Commifioners 
been  made  before  the  independents  had  receiv- 
ed afiurances  of  afiftance  from  France,  they 
would  certainly  have  been  accepted  by  them  j 
but  at  the  time  they  were  made,  the  Congrefs 
had  formed  their  alliance  with  France.  They 
had  feen  the  unparalleled  blunders  of  the  Britifh 
commander,  the  evacuation  of  Philadelphia,  and 
the  retreat  of  the  Britifh  army  to  New-York  ; 
and  upon  being  informed  of  the  purport  of  the 
terms  then  offered,  they  perceived  that  Parlia- 
ment had  given  up  its  authority ; that  the 
councils  of  the  Britifh  State  were  yielding  to 
their  wifhes ; and  they  were  confirmed  in  this 
opinion  by  letters  wrote  by  the  fadtion  in  Bri- 
tain, ajfuring  them  that  if  they  per  fevered,  they 
mufi  in  the  end  obtain  abfolute  independence. 

It  was  not  probable  that  proportions,  both 
defedtive  and  ill-timed,  would  meet  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  perfons  to  whom  they  were 
made.  The  Americans  were  now  divided  in  two 
parties.  The  firft,  and  by  far  the  greateft,  con- 
lifted  of  men  who  had  feverely  felt  the  tyranny 
and  cruelties  of  their  new  rulers,  and  fincerely 
vvifhed  for  an  union  with  Great-Britain  on  the 
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fundamental  and  effential  principles  of  the  Eng- 
liiE  Government.  The  fecond  wefe  men  whom 
nothing  lefs  than  perfect  independence  would  fa- 
tisfy.  The  loyalids  did  not  wifh  that  the  authority 
of  Parliament,  in  any  refpebt,  (hould  be  abfo- 
lutely  given  up.  All  that  they  dehred  was,  that 
it  might  be  modified,  and  made  more  conft.itu- 
tional  over  them.'  An  union,  and  not  a repa- 
ration in  policy,  was  the  objedi  of  their  purfuit. 
Rut  the  terms  offered  did  not  contain  any  prin- 
ciples on  which  the  two  countries  could  be 
united  •,  on  the  contrary,  they,  to  all  appearance, 
laid  a fure  foundation  of  future  quarrel  and 
civil  wars,  and  confeauently  of  American  inde- 
pendence*, an  event  equally  inconfiftent  with 
their  fafety  and  happinefs  as  with  that  of  Great 
Britain.  They  therefore  preferred  the  tempo- 
rary ravages  and  horrors  of  war  to  the  lading 
mifchiefs  which  thefe  propofitions,  if  accepted, 
mull  have  entailed  on  them  and  their  pofterity. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  independents  now 
grown  defperate  from  their  rebellion,  and  the  in- 
numerable cruelties  committed  on  the  loyalifts, 
equally  reprobated  them,  becaufe  they  hoped,  by 
the  abidance  of  France,  foon  to  obtain  the  great 
objeifl  of  their  original  deiign,  and  to  fupport 
their  own  power  and  dignity,  which  they  knew 
they  mud  refign  if  a reconciliation  with  Great 
Britain  fhould  take  place.  Hence  it  happened, 
that  there  never  were  any  propofals  of  accom- 
modation held  out  by  one  people  to  another, 
more  univerfally  difapproved  than  the  terms  of 
the  lad  commiftion. 

Seeing  then  that  thofe  temporary  and  defective 
expedients  have  failed  in  fettling  the  difference 
R between 
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between  the  two  countries,  Great-Britain  will 
certainly  purfue  other  meafures  more  promifing 
of  fuccefs.  A little  confideration  will  tell  her, 
that  it  is  not  a confederation  of  force,  or  a 
commercial  alliance,  but  a firm  and  folid  union 
in  polity,  which  only  can  fecure  the  Colonies. 
And  in  order  to  know  upon  what  principles  this 
union  ought  to  be  edablifhed,  we  are  not  to 
fearch  for  them  in  the  laws  of  nature  and 
nations ; they  are  to  be  found  nearer  home. 
Thole  principles  upon  which  all  civil  focieties 
are  formed,  and  particularly  thole  upon  which 
x the  Britifh  conftitution  is  edablifhed,  will  bed 
indrudt  us.  Here  we  fhall  find. 

That  a fupreme  legijlative  authority  over  every 
member  and  part  of  a fociety,  in  refpedt  to 
every  matter  fufcepfible  of  human  direction,  is 
effential  in  the  conftitution  of  all  States.  That 
it  is  this  authority,  the  fame  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  pcrtity,  and  the  fame  general  laws  per- 
vading the  whole  fyflem,  whatever  may  be  its 
form,  which  create  in  the  fubjects  the  fame 
habits,  manners,  affections  and  prejudices,  fix 
the  national  attachment,  form  the  cement  of 
union,  and  by  an  imperceptible  impulfe  compel 
them  to  adt,  oh  all  occafions,  in  concert  for  the 
common  good  and  fafety  : And  that  to  give  up 
one  of  the  rights  of  this  authority,  and  more 
efpecially  the  mod  important  of  all,  the  right 
of  taxation,  will  be  only  the  prelude  to  a 
fpeedy  furrender  of  the  whole. 

We  fhall  here  alfo  perceive,  that  the  Britifh 
Government  is  a mixed  monarchy,  in  which  the 
principles  of  the  three  fimple  forms  of  Govern- 
ment are  fo  wifely  mixed  and  tempered,  as  to 

guard. 


( 123  ) 

guard,  with  equal  power  and  certainty,  againft 
the  two  great  enemies  to  civil  liberty,  defpotifm 
and  licentioufnefs.  That  a reprefentation  in 
its  fupreme  authority  is  the  efftnce  of  its  free- 
dom ; and  that  its  power  over  a diftrid  of  ter- 
ritory whofe  people  are  not  reprefented,  is  defpo- 
tic,  and  not  free. 

Upon  confidering  the  nature  and  defign  of 
inferior  and  fubordinate  focieties,  we  fhall  find, 
that  they  are  intended  to  fupport  and  ftrengthen 
the  principal  fyftem,  and  not  to  weaken,  oppofe, 
or  to  deftroy  it;  and  therefore  that  they  fhould 
be  formed  on  the  principles  and  fundamental 
laws  of  the  State  itlelf.  That  inferior  demo- 
cratical  focieties,  or  thofe  whofe  powers  and 
rights  are  not  properly  mixed  and  balanced, 
cannot  ftrengthen,  but  muft  weaken  a 'mixed- 
form  of  Government.  That  the  fimple  prin- 
ciples of  ariftocracy  or  democracy  will  not  fuit 
under  a monarchy,  and  fo  mutatis  mutandis  ; 
nor  will  the  principles  of  any  of  them  un^ 
mixed,  and  not  duly  balanced,  agree  with  a 
mixed  monarchy. 

Upon  looking  into  the  Governments  of 
the  Colonies  before  they  were  annulled  by  the 
rebellion,  we  fhall  perceive  that  they  were  a chaos 
of  political  abfurdities,  confonant  to  no  fyftems 
ever  yet  invented;  that  they  neither  harmonized 
with  each  other,  nor  with  the  State  itfelf;  and 
that  they  have  been  fettled  through  the  ind  o- 
lence,  or  ignorance,  or  corruption  of  forme  r 
politicians,  on  principles  totally  heterogeneous 
and  repugnant  to  thofe  of  the  Government  to 
which  they  were  intended  to  be  fubordinate.  In 
£he  Royal  Colonies,  the  powers  of  Government 
R 2 are 
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are  divided  between  the  reprefentative  of  the 
Crown  and  the  people,  without  the  It  aft  interme- 
diate check  to  an  excefs  of  conftitutional  powrer 
in  either.  In  the  Proprietary  Colonies,  the  regal 
power,  or  the  reprefentative  of  the  Britifh  State, 
has  fcarcely  retained  the  fliadow  of  its  authority. 
All  the  executive  and  foederative  rights  of  the 
State  are  granted  to  the  proprietaries  and  their 
heirs , and  all  the  powers  of  complete  legiflation 
are  divided  between  them  and  the  people,  with- 
out any  mean  check  or  controul.  In  one  of  the 
Charter  Colonies,  the  reprefentative  of  the 
Britifh  State  has  very  little  more  weight  in  the 
legiflative  and  executive  powers,  than  the  Doge 
has  in  the  councils  of  Venice  •,  and  in  the  other 
two  the  Governments  are,  to  all  intents  and 
purpofes,  independent  democracies ; fo  that 
they  are  truly  fo  many  inferior  political  monfters , 
•which  have , and  ever  will  coalefce  to  diflurb  the 
peace  and  order  of  the  fo'ciety , and  in  the  end  to 
deftroy  it. 

And  we  muft  further  confider,  that  men  can 
only  be  governed  either  by  fear  or  art.  That  fear 
muft  be  fupported  by  force,  and  that  force  will 
not  anfwer  our  prefent  purpofe.  For,  however 
it  may  be  ufed  with  fuccefs  by  defpotic  Govern- 
ments, it  cannot  be  fafely  employed  in  one 
where  freedom  conftitutes  its  eftence,  and  a 
great  number  of  people  are  to  be  governed  by 
it.  We  muft  therefore  apply  to  policy  for  the 
means  by  which  the  two  countries  muft  be 
united,  if  united  for  any  feries  of  time.  This 
will  teach  us  to  remove,  as  much  as  poffible, 
all  diftindtions  in  refpecfttothe  power,  rights  and 
privileges,  which  have  too  long  fubftfted  between 
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a fubjeft  in  Britain  and  one  in  America,  and  con- 
fequently  to  carry  overthe  Atlantic  the  fame  fun- 
damental rights  and  powers,  the  fame  conftitu- 
tional  privileges,  the  fame  general  laws  and  max- 
ims of  polity,  underand  by  which  the  habits  and 
manners,  the  paffions  and  attachments  of  the 
fubjecff  in  Britain  have  been  formed,  directed 
and  governed  ; becaufe  it  is  this  policy  alone 
that  can  eradicate  that  averfion  to  a mixed 
monarchy  which  has  been  buffered  to  exift  al- 
ready too  long  in  the  Colonies,  and  which  can 
form  a folid  and  permanent  union  between  the 
two  countries,  making  them  one  people  of  one 
mind , in  refpedi  to  their  common  intereji  and 
fflety. . 

It  is  much  to  be  regretted,  that  neither 
country  feems  to  approve  of  an  American  re- 
prefentation  in  Parliament,  becaufe  it  is  a mea- 
fure  the  moft  confiftent  with  thofe  principles 
upon  which  the  unity  and  freedom  of  the  Bri- 
tifh  Government  is  effablilhed.  Plowever, 
fince  this  is  defpaired  of,  it  will  be  wifdom, 
fecondary  wifdom  at  leaft,  to  adopt  the  next 
bell.  An  American  legiflature,  incorporated 
with  the  Britifh  Parliament,  for  the  purpofes  of 
American  regulations,  in  which  the  Colonifts 
ihall  be  reprefented,  and  in  which  they  fhall  be 
capable  of  giving  validity  to  no  a£t  but  what 
Ihall  be  approved  of  by  Parliament,  is  that 
meafure.  Indeed  there  is  no  other  folid,  or  even 
rational  mode  of  union  in  polity,  except,  a re- 
prefentation  in  Parliament.  It  is  this  joint  con- 
sent which  conftitutes  the  unity  of  the  Britifh, 
and  of  every  ether  mixed  form  of  Government. 
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By  this  legiflature,  if  properly  conflituted,  the 
rights  which  the  Americans  claim  may  be  re- 
ftored,  their  political  inability  to  grant  their 
reafonable  proportions  of  aids  towards  the  na- 
tional defenr"  may  be  removed,  a fecurity  that 
they  will  give  thole  aids  on  all  occafions  may  be 
obtained  ; and  their  fubordination  to  the  Britifh 
State  may  be  eftablifhed  on  fuch  principles  as 
will  unite  them  with  Great-Briuain  for  ages  to 
come. 

Sincerely  difpofed,  as  the  greater  part  of  the 
people  in  America  are,  to  be  more  firmly  united 
with  Great-Britain  on  conftitutional  principles, 
is  it  not  much  to  be  lamented,  that  the  Britifh 
legiflature,  feeing  the  defied  in  its  conftitutional 
authority  over  the  Colonies,  and  knowing  that 
it  is  the  great  foundation  of  their  difeontent, 
have  not  taken  it  into  their  fierious  confideration, 
and  adopted  the  meafiure  moft  proper  for  re- 
moving it  ? Had  this  been  done  in  the  begin- 
ning  of  the  oppofition  to  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament, the  republican  fadion  muft  have  been 
deftitute  of  the  means  by  which  they  have  in- 
flamed the  minds  of  the  Americans,  and  led 
them  to  a revolt.  But  I am  not  fond  of  dwell- 
ing on  paft  errors,  further  than  is  necefiary  to 
amendment.  It  is  not  now  too  late  ; and  per- 
haps, all  circumftances  confidered,  this  is  the 
moft  proper  time  for  doing  it.  The  ftrong  de- 
fires  of  the  people,  the  feverity  of  their  new 
laws,  the  fuperlative  tyranny  of  their  rulers, 
the  extreme  diftrefs  they  have  differed,  and  are 
likely  to  differ,  and  the  apprehenfions  they 
luftly  entertain  of  the  infidious  defigns  of  the 
courts  of  Verfailles  and  Madrid,  point  out  this 
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as  the' fortunate  moment.  Men  tired  of  their  pre- 
fent  mifery,  and  having  yet  greater  in  profped, 
will  cheerfully  embrace  fuch  propofals  as  evi- 
dently tend  to  their  future  fafety  and  happinefs. 
Befides,  a meafure  of  this  kind  will  falfify  the 
declaration  of  Congrefs  conftantly  held  up  to  the 
people,  that  the  Parliament  intends  to  enflave 
them.  It  cannot  fail  to  remove  their  fears,  and 
fix  a confidence  in  the  juftice  and  upright  in- 
tentions of  the  State  towards  them  ; and  it  mull; 
do  more  -towards  breaking  the  confederacy  of  the 
Colonies , and  reftoring  their  obedience  to  Go- 
vernment, than  any  other  meafure  that  can  be 
poflibly  devifed. 

The  remarkable  fuccefs  of  this  policy,  when 
adopted  by  Rome  on  a fimilar  occafion,  will, 
I truft,  prove  a leifon  of  inftruction  to  Britain. 
The  fupreme  authority  of  that  city  was  abso- 
lute over  her  Colonies  and  Provinces.  A con- 
ftitutional  participation  in  the  rights  of  that 
authority,  though  pofleffed  by  the  citizens,  was 
imprudently  withheld  from  the  colonifts.  This 
diftintlion,  in  refped  to  their  politic  rights, 
gave  great  dilcontent  to  the  latter.  To  obtain 
the  fame  rights  which  were  enjoyed  by  their 
fellow-fubjeds  in  Rome,  they  entered  into  a 
confederacy,  and  took  arms.  The  Social  war 
enfued.  Many  battles  were  fought;  the  colo- 
nifts often  triumphed  ; and  Rome  was  reduced 
to  the  greateft  extremity.  At  length  her  obfti- 
nacy  and  folly  gave  way  to  her  fafety.  A law 
was  pafied,  called  the  Lex  Julia , becaufe  pro- 
pofed  and  obtained  by  Lucius  Julius  Caefar, 
granting  to  fuch  of  the  Colonies  as  fhould  lay 
down  their  arms,  the  conjlitutional  rights  of  Ro- 
I man 
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man  citizens.  This  law  being  immediately  com- 
municated to  the  Colonies,  what  were  the  con- 
lequences  ? Thofe  Colonies  which  were  tired  of 
the  war,  thofe  which  were  content  with  the  terms 
offered,  and  thofe  which  wifhed  to  be  united  with 
Rome,  although  the  mode  of  the  grant  was  not 
perfedtly  agreeable  to  them,  laid  down  their 
arms,  deferted  the  union,  and  returned  to  their 
former  obedience.  And  Rome,  whofe  armies 
had  been  defeated  in  alrnoft  every  battle,  now, 
and  not  till  now,  triumphed  in  her  turn  ; and 
foon  after,  honourably  to  herfelf,  ended  the 
war,  and  recovered  her  loft  authority  over  her 
Colonies.  All  this  fhe  performed,  although, 
like  Britain,  civil  broils  and  factions  engaged 
her  councils  at  home,  and  a dangerous  combi- 
nation of  two  powerful  Princes,  the  Kings  of 
Pontus  and  Armenia,  employed  her  arms 
abroad. 

This  policy,  this  aft  of  public  juftice  to  her 
fubjedts,  together  with  a firmnefs  of  fpirit  which 
“ never  defy  aired  of  the  commonwealth ,”  laved 
Rome,  and  in  all  probability,  if  purfued,  will 
fave  Britain.  'Phe  fame  caufes  will  ever  produce 
the  fame  effedts.  Should  Great-Britain  offer  to 
the  Americans  a civil  conftitution,  containing  a 
meafure  of  power,  and  a degree  of  liberty  com- 
menfurate  to  her  own  polity,  excluding  all  dif- 
tindtions  between  Britons  and  Americans,  and 
removing  the  great  caufe  of  colonial  complaints, 
is  there  not  the  ftrongeft  of  all  probabilities,  to 
induce  us  to  believe,  that  it  will  produce  the 
fame  happy  effedts  which  the  like  meafure  pro- 
duced in  the  Roman  Colonies  ? If  this  meafure, 
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propofed  to  a people,  at  a time  when  their  arms 
were  crowned  with  victories,  and  when  the 
State  which  they  were  oppofing  was  reduced 
to  the  greateft  difficulties,  could  recal  to  their 
minds  their  former  connections  ; could  remove 
their  fears  excited  by  frequent  denials  of  their 
realonable  petitions  could  revive  their  former 
attachments  and  affeCtions ; could  diffever  their 
union,  and  bring  them  home  to  their  obedi- 
ence ; furely  there  is  more  reafon  to  convince 
us  that  the  Americans,  dreading  the  ambitious 
defigns  of  their  infidious  ally  •,  deftitute  of  the 
great  relources  of  war ; without  men,  and 
without  money  ; their  commerce  loft,  their  for- 
ces generally  defeated,  and  their  country  ruined 
by  the  ravages  and  expences  of  the  war,  will 
fee  their  own  intereft,  and  embrace  thofe  terms 
when  offered  which  they  would  have  accepted 
in  the  time  of  their  profperity. 

Should  it  be  objected,  that  the  moft  liberal 
terms  of  accommodation  have  been  already  of- 
fered without  effeCt,  my  anfwer  is,  that  pro- 
pofals  for  accommodating  a difpute  of  fuch 
magnitude  and  importance  to  both  countries, 
ffiould  not  only  be  properly  timed,  but  explicit, 
and  clear  from  all  ambiguity.  They  ffiould 
alfo  fully  and  equitably  meet  the  fubjeCt  matter 
in  controverfy,  and,  if  poffible,  the  wiffies  of 
the  people  to  whom  they  are  made.  Now  none 
of  the  terms  offered  to  the  Americans  came 
within  thefe  defcriptions,  as  1 have  before  ffiev/n. 
If  then  we  have  been  guilty  of  miftakes  through 
the  want  of  right  information,  we  certainly 
ought  not  to  fuffer  thofe  miftakes  to  prevent  our 
taking  fuch  meafures  as  we  ought  to  have  taken 
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at  firft.  Rome  at  length  found  it  neceffary  to 
her  fafety  to  be  juft,  and  to  do  that  in  her  dif- 
trefs,  with  little  credit  to  herfclf,  which  ffie 
might  and  ought  to  have  done  in  her  profpe^ 
rity,  with  greater  advantage  and  better  grace. 
Had  Rome  continued  obftinate,  or  had  (he  ul- 
timately offered  to  her  Colonies  equivocal  and 
inadequate  proportions,  her  glory,  if  not  her 
exiftence,  mu  ft  have  been  facrificed  to  her  obfti- 
nacy  and  folly. 

Why  then  fhould  not  Great-Britain,  when 
involved  in  the  fame  difficulties,  attended  by 
the  fame  circumftances,  and  having  the  fame 
profpeft  of  fuccefs  before  her,  follow  a prece- 
dent which  promifes  fuch  beneficial  confe- 
quences  r Is  it  becaufe  the  'earned:  wifh  of  the 
people  of  America  is  not  known  ? This  cannot 
be  the  cafe,  becaufe  it  is  fully  afferted  in  their 
inftrudtions  to  their  delegates  in  Congrefs,  and 
a variety  of  other  public  documents,  and  de- 
clared to  be  a conftitutional  union  in  polity  with 
Great-Britain.  Is  it  becaufe  the  Congrefs  have 
artfully  avoided  to  gratify  the  defires  of  the 
people  in  explicitly  ad-ting  for  that  union,  or 
becaufe  they  have  infolently  refufed  to  treat  with 
this  country,  contrary  to  the  general  fenfe  of 
their  conftituents  ? Both  thefe  reafons  are  the 
ftrongeft  that  can  be  offered  in  favour  of  the 
meafure.  Is  it  becaufe  a meafure,  which  evi- 
dently' tends  to  break  the  confederated  force  and 
union  of  the  colonies — to  remove  the  fears  of 
che  loyalifts,  and  to  gratify  their  reafonable  de- 
ft res,  which  perfectly  coincide  with  the  true 
intereft  and  permanent  fafety  of  both  countries, 
is.  unworthy  of  the  ferious  deliberations  of  a 
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Britifh  Parliament  ? Or  is  it  becaufe  a feditious 
fadtion  within  the  bowels  of  the  State,  by  their 
intrigues  and  cabals,  fo  inceffantly  engrOfies 
the  time,  and  diftradls  the  councils  of  Par- 
liament, that  it  cannot  purfue  thofe  means 
which  the  didfates  of  reafon  and  common  fenfe 
point  out  as  neceffary  to  the  fafety  of  the 
empire  ? 

Whatever  may  have  been  the  reafons  that  no 
adequate  proportions,  no  terms  which  could 
lead  to  a more  conftitutional  union  between  the 
two  countries,  have  been  fettled  in  the  Britifh 
councils,  and  tendered  to  the  Americans,  it  is 
certainly  high  time,  after  a four  years  military 
conteft,  that  it  fhould  be  done.  True  wifdom 
diredts,  that  reformation  Ihouid  take  place  as 
foon  as  defedts  and  miftakes  are  known.  A 
procraftination  of  remedy  ever  gives  to  the  evil 
intended  to  be  removed,  time  to  encreafe,  and 
often  places  it  beyond  the  reach  of  the  moll 
perfedl  fkill. 

To  conclude  thefe  refledlions  : When  I take 
a view  of  the  prefent  hate  of  Europe,  nothing 
is  wanting  to  convince  me,  that  the  welfare  and 
exiftence  of  Great-Britain  as  an  independent 
empire,  depend  on  the  recovery  of  her  loft 
authority  over  the  Colonies,  and  on  a more  per- 
fedt  union  with  them. 

When  I confider  the  principles  which  ever 
did,  and  ever  muft  bind  the  feveral  parts  of  civil 
fociety  together,  I am  alfo  convinced,  that  the 
duration  of  that  union  muft  depend  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  polity  by  which  the  two  countries  fhall 
be  united,  and  that  it  will  be  longer  or  fhorter 
as  thofe  principles  accord  or  difagree  with  the 
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fundamental  rights  upon  which  the  Bricifh  Go- 
vernment is  eftablifhed. 

And  when  I refledt  on  the  prefent  (late  of  the 
Colonies,  I am  equally  fatisfied  that  this  is  the 
favourable  moment  for  fettling  that  union,  and 
fecuring  the  fubordination  of  the  Colonies  to 
the  lateft  period  of  the  Britifh  Government. 

Impreffed  with  thefe  fentiments,  i have  been 
induced  to  lay  the  foregoing  fadls  and  reflections 
before  the  Public.  I have  briefly  recited  the 
caufes  of  the  prefent  rebellion — the  means  by 
which  it  has  grown  to  its  prefent  maturity — the 
ftate  of  American  parties — the  difpofition  of  the 
Colonifts  •,  to  which  I have  added  fome  general 
remarks  on  the  incompetency  of  the  meafures 
propofed  for  reconciling  the  unfortunate  difpute 
between  the  two  countries,  and  on  the  profpedt 
of  fuccefs  which  other  meafures,  founded  in  the 
merits  of  the  difpute,  muft  be  attended  with.  If, 
in  doing  this,  I Ih.aH  have  contributed  to  throw 
any  light  on  the  fubjedt,  or  to  point  out  thofe 
meafures  which  will  unite  the  two  countries  to- 
gether, my  purpoie  will  be  attained. 
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EXTRACTS  from  the  Journals  of  the 
American  Congress. 


Saturday , July  the  2th,  1775. 


*T^HE  letter  to  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
"*■  and  Livery  of  London,  being  again  read 
and  debated,  was  agreed  to  as  follows : 


“ My  Lord, 

“Permit  the  delegates  of  the  people  of  T welve 
ancient  Colonies  to  pay  your  Lordfhip,  and  the 
very  refpeflable  body  of  which  you  are  the 
head,  the  juft  tribute  cf  gratitude  and  thanks  for 
the  virtuous  and  unfolicited  refentment  you  have 
fhewn  to  the  violated  rights  of  a free  people.  The 
city  of  London,  my  Lord,  having  in  all  ages 
approved  itfelf  the  patron  of  liberty,  and  the 
fupport  of  juft  government  againft  lawkfs  ty- 
ranny and  opprefiion,  cannot  fail  to  make  us 
deeply  fenjible  of  the  powerful  aid  our  caufe  muft 
receive  from  fuch  advocates.  A caufe,  my  Lord, 
worthy  of  the  fupport  of  the  firft  city  in  the 
world,  as  it  involves  the  fate  of  a great  continent, 
and  threatens  to  fhake  the  foundations  of  afiourijh- 
ing,  and  until  lately  a happy  empire. 
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<c  North  America,  my  Lord,  wifhes  moft  ar- 
dently for  a lading  connection  with  Great- 
Britain  on  terms  of  juft  and  equal  liberty;  lefs 
than  which  generous  minds  will  not  offer,  nor 
brave  and  free  ones  be  willing  to  receive. 

“ A cruel  war  has  at  length  been  opened  againft 
, us ; and  whilft  we  prepare  to  defend  ourfelves 
like  the  defcendants  of  Britons,  we  ftill  hope 
that  the  mediation  of  wife  and  good  citizens  will 
at  length  prevail  over  defpotifm,  and  reftore 
harmony  and  peace  on  permanent  principles  to 
an  oppreffed  and  divided  empire. 

We  have  the  honour  to  be. 

My  Lord,  with  great  efteem. 

Your  Lord  chip’s  faithful  friends 

And  fellow  fubjefis” 

Ordered — That  the  above  be  tranfcribed,'  and 
then  figned  by  the  Prefident. 

The  commictee  appointed  to  prepare  a letter 
to  Mr.  Penn,  and  the  colony  agents,  reported  a 
draught,  which  was  read  and1  approved,  as 
follows  : 

“ Gentlemen, 

“ The  perfeverance  of  the  Britifh  Miniftry  in 
their  unjuft  and  cruel  fyftem  of  Colony  admini- 
ftration,  has  occafioned  the  meeting  of  another 
Congrefs. 

“ We  have  again  appealed  to  the  juftice  of 
our  Sovereign  for  proteflion  againft  the  de- 
ftruftion  which  his  Minifters  medicate  for  his 
American  fubje&s.  This  petition  you  will 
pleafe,  Gentlemen,  to  prefent  to  the  King  with 
all  convenient  expedition,  after  which  we  defrre 
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it  may  be  given  to  the  Public.  We  likewife  fend 
you  our  fecond  application  to  the  equity  and  in - 
terefi  of  our  fellow-fubje&s  in  Great-Britain,  and 
alfo  a Declaration  Jetting  forth  the  caufes  of 
our  taking  up  arms \ both  which  we  willi  may 
be  immediately  put  to  the  prefs , and  communicated 

AS  UNIVERSALLY  AS  POSSIBLE. 

“ The  Congrefs  entertain  the  highefi  fenfe  of 
the  wise  and  worthy  interpojition  of  the  Lord 
Mayor  and  Livery  of  London  in  favour  o/injured 
America.  They  have  expreffed  this  their  fenfe , 
in  a letter  to  his  Lordfhip  and  the  Livery,  which 
we  defire  may  be  prefented  in  a manner  mofi  agree- 
able tO  that  RESPECTABLE  BODY. 

“ You  will  oblige  us,  Gentlemen,  by  giving 
the  molt  early  information  to  the  Congrefs , and  to 
. the  Speakers  of  our  refpeflive  affemblies , of  your 
proceeding  in  this  bufinefs  and  fuch  further  in- 
telligence as  you  may  judge  to  be  of  importance  to 
America  in  this  GREAT  contefl. 

We  are,  with  great  regard. 

Gentlemen,  &c.” 

Ordered — That  the  above  be  fairly  tran- 
fcribed,  and  then  figned  by  the  Prefident,  and 
by  him  fent  under  cover,  together  with  the  Pe- 
tition to  the  King , and  Addrefs  to  the  Inhabi- 
tants of  Great-Britain , and  the  Letter  to  the 
Lord  Mayor , &c.  to  Richard  Penn,  Efq;  and 
that  the  Prefident  requeft  Mr.  Penn,  in  behalf  of 
the  Congrefs , to  join  with  the  Colony  agents  in 
prefenting  the  Petition  to  the  King. 
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